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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Dover Landfill site (New York ID No. 314066, EPA ID No. New) is an inactive
landfill, approximately 5 acres in size, located on Pleasant Ridge Road, Town
of Dover, Dutchess County, New York. The site is located on private property

owned by Leo and Helen Mostachetti.

The landfill began operation in 1943-1945, receiving only residential waste
from the Village of Wingdale. More recently, the landfill was leased and
operated by the Town of Dover. The annual quantity of solid vaste received at
the site was estimated at 4,500 tons, almost all of which was residential. A
small quantity of commercial waste was accepted, however, no industrial waste
was permitted to be disposed of at the landfill. A shipment of hospital waste
vas disposed of at the site in 1982, though a radiological search resulted in
no findings. There is no documentation of hazardous waste disposal at the
Dover Landfill, and no data is available to evaluate the status of poténtial

contaminant transport routes.

The preliminary HRS scores for the Dover Landfill are as follows: Migration
Score (Sy) = 0; Direct Contact Score (Spg) = 0. The low Migration Score is due
to the lack of information pertaining to the presence of hazardous wastes at
the site. The maximum potential migration score that carn be estimated,
assuming detection of a release of toxic and persistent compound to ground

water and to surface water, is 27.53,



It is recommended that a Phase II program be conducted at the site if a deter-
mination of surface and ground-water quality is desired. The site has not been
properly closed and leachate stains have been observed at the perimeter of the
landfill. The proposed Phase 1I study includes the installation of three pairs
of test borings/observation wells, and the collection and analysis of ground-

water, surface water, leachate, and sediment samples. The total estimated cost

to complete the Phase II investigation is $79,765.
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Figure 1-1.
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Figure 1-2. Site sketch. Dover Landfill site, 16 January 1985. (Not to scale.)




2. PORPOSE

The Dover Landfill was listed on the New York State Registry of Inactive

Hazardous Wastes Sites simply because it is an inactive landfill.

The goal of the Phase 1 investigation of this site was to: (1) obtain
available records on the site history from state, federal, county, and local
agencies; (2) obtain information on site topography, geology, local surface
water and ground-water use, previous contamination assessments, and local
demographics; (3) interview site owners, operators, and other groups or
individuals knowledgeable of site operations; (4) conduct a site inspection to
observe current conditions; and (5) prepare a Phase 1 report. The Phase I
report includes a preliminary Bazard Ranking Score (HRS), an asgessment of the
available information, and a recommended work plan for Phase Il studies if
varranted. Phase II studies are suggested if sampling and analyses will better

support the HRS and possibly result in a higher score.



3. SCOPE OF WORK

The Phase I investigation of the Dover Landfill involved a site inspection by
EA Science and Technology, as well as record searches and interviews. The

following agencies or individuals were contacted:

Contact Information Recejived
Mr. Leo Mostachetti Interview
Site Cwner

Mountain Road
Wingdale, New York 12594
(914) 832-6146

Mr. Richard Rennia : Participated in
Member, Town of Dover Board Site Inspection
Pleasant Ridge Road

Wingdale, Nev York 12594

(914) 877-3710

Mr. William Sullivan, P.E. In-place toxics file
Senior Sanitary Engineer
Rew York State Department
of Environmental Conservation
21 South Putt Corners Road
New Paltz, New York 12561
(914) 255-5453

Mr. Jack Hill Site file
Director of Envirommental Health

Dutchess County Health Department

County Office Building

22 Market Place

Poughkeepsie, New York 12601

(914) 431-2044

Mr. Charlie Shaw Site file
Dutchess County Environmental
Management Council
Route 44
Millbrook, New York 12545
(914) 677-3488



Coptact

Mr. Louis A. Evans, Atty.

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

202 Mamaromeck Avenue

White Plains, New York 10601-5381

(914) 761-6660

Mr. Marsden Chen, P.E.

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

Bureau of Site Control

50 Wolf Road

Albany, New York 12233-0001

(518) 457-0639

Mr. Kevin Walter, P.E.
New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

No file/information

No file/information

No file/information

Division of Hazardous Waste Enforcement

50 Holf Road
Albany, New York 12233-0001
(518) 457-5637

Mr. John lannotti, P.E.

Rew York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

Bureau of Remedial Action

50 Wolf Road

Albany, New York 12233-0001

(518) 457-5637

Mr. Earl Barcomb, P.E.

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

Landfill Operations

Vatrano Road

Albany, New York 12205

(518) 457-2051

Mr. Peter Skinmer, P.E.

New York State Attorney
General”s Office

Room 221

Justice Building

Albany, New York 12224

(518) 474-2432

No file/information

Site file

No file/information



Contact

Mr. Ron Tramontano/Mr. Chsrlie Hudson
Bureau of Toxic Substance Assessment
New York State Department of Health
Empire State Plaza

Corning Towver Building

Albany, New York 12237

(518) 473-8427

Mr. James Covey, P.E.

New York State Department of Health
Empire State Plaza

Corning Tower Building

Albany, New York 12237

(518) &473-4637

Mr. Alvin Reilley

New York State Department of Health
Regional Director of PH Engineering
145 Huguenot Street

Fifth Floor

New Rochelle, New York 10801

(914) 632-4133

Mr. Perry Kate

U.S. Envirommental Protection Agency
Region II

Room 757

26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10278

(212) 264-4595

Ms. Diana Messina

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region II

Surveillance and Monitoring Branch
Hoodbridge Avenue

Edison, New Jersey 08837

(201) 321-6776

Mr. Wayne Eliott

Regional Fisheries Manager

Nev York State Department of
Environmental Comnservation

21 South Putt Corners Road

New Paltz, New York 12561

(914) 255-5453

No file/information

Communi ty
Water Supply
Atlas

No file/information

No file/information

No file/information

Surface water usge
for recreation



Contact

Mr. Robexrt F. Dibble
District Conservationist
Dutchess Soil and Water
Conservation District
Farm and Home Center
Route 44, Post Office Box 37
Millbrook, MNew York 12545
(914) 677-31%4

3-4
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&, SITE ASSESSHMENT - DOVER LANDFILL

4.1 SITE HISTORY

The Dover Landfill, approximately 5 acres in size, is located on private
property owned by Leo and Helen Mostachetti. Mr. Mostachetti indicated during
the site inspection that the landfill began operation in approximately
1943-1945, receiving only residential garbage from the Village of Wingdale
(Appendix Al.l1-1). More recently, the site was leased and operated by the Town
of Dover. The landfill received residential and commercial wastes until
closure in 1983. The disposal site operated as an open—faced dump and the
annual quantity of waste received was estimated at 4,500 toms (Appendix
Al.1-2). Both putresciblg and non-putrescible garbage was received with no
segregation of material, and open burning was common practice. A complaint
issued by a neighbor indicates that unsightly and unsanitary conditions existed

as early as 1968 (Appendix Al.1-3).

In 1972, legal action was taken against the Town of Dover by the Dutchess
County Department of Health (DCDOH) to restrain the Town from using the
landfill due to violations of the State Health Laws and Sanitary Codes
(Appendix Al.1-4). A field inspection by DCDOH (Appendix Al.1-5) in 1973
indicated deposition of wastes in an unapproved low, swampy area. In 1974,
the Commissioner of Health found the Town of Dover landfill to be operating
in violation of Part 360 Regulations and demanded that plane be prepared and

actions taken to upgrade those operations (Appendix Al.1-6).

4-1



“Operational Plan - Addendum Wumber Ome, Town of Dover Sanitary Landfill" was
prepared by R. Friedman, P.E., in 1978 (Appendix Al.1-2). The plan suggested
that the refuse be neérly 100 percent residential type, with only a small
fraction from the commercial sector. No industrial wastes were to be accepted.
Approximately 20 tons per day vwere to be landfilled. The plan mentions that a
freshwater wetland was located about 25 £t away from the landfill, and that
soils underlying the area were fine, sandy loam, and peat. Geological investi-
gations indicated shallow depth to bedrock and approximately 6 ft to ground

wvater.

Files at the DCDOH contained a draft of an operations permit issued by the
New York State Department of Envirommental Conservation (NYSDEC) in 1979 to the
Town of Dover for the landfill in question (Appendix Al.1-7). The expiration

date issued in that permit was 31 March 1982,

An inspection of the landfill by DCDOH on 11 May 1979 revealed that leachate
stains were visible at various locations around the perimeter of the site, and
that the quality of daily cover was not adequate (Appendix Al.1-8). DCDOH re-

quested the Town of Dover to correct the problems.

The landfill was inspected during early 1980 by the DCDOH, and again was found
to be operating in violation of State solid waste management laws, and the
operation permit specifically (Appendix Al.1-9). Problems with quality and

frequency of cover were cited.



The lendfill evidently received a shipment of waste from a hospital in 1982,
but a radiological search by the DCDOH yielded nothing (Appendix Al.1-10).

A DCDOH memo indicates that the landfill was closed to the public in June of
1983, and that the DCDOH was endeavoring to get the landfill properly

(engineered) closed as of November 1984 (Appendix Al.1-11).

4.2 SITE TOPOGRAPHY

The Dover Landfill is located aproximately 1,000 ft north of State Route 21
(Figures 1-1 and 1-2). Access to the site is via a dirt road off Route 21.
The entrance road to the property is closed to vehicles, however, the site is

not fenced off and is accessible to the public.

The landfill, approximately 5 acres in size, was constructed on the west side
of a ridge and expanded westerly into a flat wet area. Part of the marsh was
used as a disposal area during operation of the landfill. The landfill, which
was filled with residential garbage, is estimated to be approximately 50 ft
deep. Surface topography is irregular with garbage (metal, tires, trash) pro-
truding through the cover material. Cover material was obtained from a soil

mining operation in the Town of Dover and transported to the site by truck.

The nearest residence to the site is located about 900 ft to the southwest near
the access road. The nearest commercial building is an office building for a

peat mining operation located approximately 1,500 ft west of the landfill.



The landfill is pertially surrounded by marsh land to the west. A permanent

stream, Swamp River, runs north through the marsh and is located approximately

1,500 ft northeast of the landfill (by way of apparent drainage).

4.3 SITE HYDROGEOLOGY

The site is direﬁtly underlain by Carlisle Muck over glacial outwash sand and
gravel (85 percent of base area) and fine sandy loam/glacial outwash (15 per-
cent of base are; along the eastern ridge) with a reported depth to ground
water of about 4 ft below ground surface, based on 1976 soil borings
(Appendizes Al.1-2 and Al.3-1). The 15 percent of landfill area along the
ridge is likely to be underlain by areas of shallow bedrock (less than 5 ft
deep) as evidenced from test pits (Appendix—Al+l-2)-across—the rise adjacent to

the eastern border of the landfill, and topographic features evident in Figure

1-20

The glacial sediments are nnderlain by the Cambro-Ordovician Age Stockbridge
Formation (marble bedrock) which is present in a relatively narrow area
oriented approximately north-south. There are numerous areas in the valley
where bedrock is reportedly at or within 3 ft of ground surface, such as the
ridge adjacent to, and east of the landfill site. These areas of shallow
bedrock are reportedly covered by a thin veneer (<3 ft) of glacial till.
Approximately 2,000 ft east of the site is a major thrust faeult which is

oriented along the length of this formation.

Based upon the available data, both the glacial sediment and the bedrock are

designated as the aquifer of concern. Hydraulic connection between the two

44



general aquifers cannot be confirmed, however, such comnection is possible,
especially with the bedrock ridge present immediately east of the landfill.

The glacial sediment portion of the aquifer of concern consists of the sand and
gravel deposits which are contiguous with the landfill property and bounded by
adjacent glacial till covered hills as shown on Appendix Al.3-1 (Gerber 1982).
The marble bedrock portion of the aquifer of concern, designated by Gerber
(1982) as Aquifer No. 76, is bounded on the west by schist and phyllite of the
Halloomsac and Everett Formations, and bounded on the east by a thrust fault

located about 2,000 ft from the site as shown on Appendix Al.3-2 (Gerber 1982).

There are no reported public water supply wells comstructed in the glacial
sediments, however, there may be unreported private domestic wells. Although
the Stockbridge bedrock portion of the aquifer has been developed by numerous
reported vells, most of them are located east of the thrust fault. The land-
£fill site is located west of the thrust fault. Surface runoff from the site
flows into an adjacent wetland and then into the Swamp River which flows morth
through that area. The Swamp River provides water supply for the Harlem Valley
Psychiatric Center. Hovever, the Center”s intake is located about 0.75 mi

upstream of the Dover landfill. No downstream intakes are known to exist.

The data in this section is based upon the following references unless

otherwise noted:

1. Gerber, R.G. 1982. Final Report, Water Resources Study for Dutchess
County: Dover Plains and Pawling Quads with Surficial and Bedrock

Aquifer Delineations.



2. Simmons, E.T. et al. 1961. Ground-Hater Resources of Dutchess County

Nev York: Well Logs.

3. New York State Department of Health. 1982. WNew York State Atlas of

Community Water System Sources.

4.4 SITE CONTAMINATION

Landfill received residential and commercial wastes. In 1982, the landfill
evidently received a shipment of waste from a hospital. Nothing was detected

by a radiological search by the Dutchess County Department of Health.

Ground Hatex

No data available.

Suxface VHatex

No dats available.

Seil

No data available.

Aix
During EA’s site inspection on 16 January 1985, total volatile organics were
measured using a photoionization detection device (HNU). No measurements above

background were recorded. No other analytical data are available (Chapter 3).
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DOVER LARDFILL
TCHN OF DOVER, DUTCHESS COURNTY

The Dover Landfill, an inactive sanitary landfill covering an area of
approximately 5 acres, is located off of Pleasant Ridge Road, Town of Dover,
Dutchess County, New York on private property owned by lLeo and Helen
Mostachetti. Operation of the landfill begain in 1943-1945, receiving resi-
dential wvaste from the Village of Wingdale. Later, the site was leased and

operated by the Town of Dover for disposal of residential and commercial solid

wvaste.

The landfill forms a ridge which is partially surrounded by a low marsh area.
The soils underlying the site are glacial outwash sand and gravel deposits and
Carlisle Muck. The Swamp River runs through the marsh approximately 1,500 ft

northeast of the landfill.

The landfill was cited for many operating violations including inadequate or
lack of daily cover and compaction, open burning, and disposal of waste in an
unapproved area in the marsh. Legal action was taken by the DCDOH in 1972 to

bring the landfill into compliance with State Health Laws and Sanitary Codes.

The Dover Landfill was not permitted to receive industrial wastes, however, it
vas suspected that waste from a hospital was received in 1982. A radiological
search conducted by DCDOH resulted in no findings. There is no other docu-

mented evidence of hazardous waste disposal at the site, and no data is avail-

able to evaluate the status of potential contaminant transport routes.



Site Coordinates:

DOVER LANDFILL
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Faciity name: Dover Landfill

Pleasant Ridge Road (County Rd. 21), Wingdale, NY 12594

Location.

EPA Region: IX

Leo Mostachetti (owner)

Person(s) m charge of the tacility:

Mountain Road

Wingdale, New York 1259k

8
Name of Reviewer: _EA_Science & Technology Date: 18 July 1985
General description of the facility:

(For example: landfill, surtace impoungmant, pie. container; types of hazardous substances: tocation of the
tecility; comtamination route of major concern; typss of information needed tor rating; agency action, etc.)

The Dover Landfill is an inactive landfill about 5 acres in

size, located off Pleasant Ridge Road near the Village of

Wingdale, NY. The site received residential and commercial

wastes from the 1940s to 1983. There is no documentation of

hazardous waste disposal. No data are available to evaluate

the status of potential contaminant transport routes.

Scores: Syy= 0 (Sgw= 0 Sew™ 0 Sa= 0 )

Srg = N/A
Spc = g Maximum Sy = 27.53

FIGURE 1
HRS COVER SHEET




Grouno Water Route Work Shee!
Assigned Value Wt Max. Ret.
Rating Factor {Circie Onel pher Score Score | (Section)
El Observed Release @ 45 1 0 &5 3.1
It observed release is given a score of 45, proceed to line E
It observed release is given a score of 0, proceed to line @
@ Route Character:stics 3.2
Depth to Aquiter of 0 1 2 @ 2 6 6
Concern
Net Precipitation o 1(@ 3 1 2 3
Permeability of the o 1(2 3 1 2 3
Unsaturated Zone
Pnysical State @ 12 3 1 0 3
Tota! Route Characteristics Score 10 15
A
B containment 0120 1 3 3 33
E Waste Characteristics 3.4
Toxicity / Persistence @ 3 6 9121518 1 0 18
Hazardous Waste )1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 0 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 0 26
@ Targets 3.5
Ground Water Use o 1 2 @ 3 9 9
Distance to Nearest 0 4 6 10 1 20 40
Weli/Population 12 16 18
Served 24 30 32 40
Total Targets Score 29 49
B wiine [3 1545 mutioy i x [4 x [E]
i tine [T] is 0. multiply [2) x B « [@ «x B 0 57.330
"Divide line @ by 57,330 and multiply by 100 S;w =

FIGURE 2

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

Max.
Possible

L5

18

19

29
24,795

L3, ot



-

Surface Water Route Work Sheet
Assigned Vailue Mult- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor {Circle One) -pher Score Score | (Section)
E] Observed Release @ 45 1 0 45 4.1
If observed release is given a value of 45, proceed to line E
It observed release is given a value of 0. proceed to line @
E’ Route Characteristics 4.2
Facility Siope and Intervening 0 1 2 @ 1 3 3
Terrain 2
J-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 0 1 8 3 1 3
Distance to Nearest Surface 0 1 3 2 i 6
Water
Physical State ®1 23 1 0 3
Total Route Characteristics Score 9 15
[j Containment 01 2 3 1 3 3 4.3
E Waste Characteristics 4.4
Toxicity/Persistence 3 6 9121518 1 8 18
Hazardous Waste 123 4 586 78 1 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 0 26
Ej Targets 4.5
Surface Water Use 0o 1 2 3 9 9
Distance to a Sensitive 0 1 2 2 6 6
Environment
Population Served/Distance @ 4 6 8 10 1 0 40
to Water Intake 16 18 20
Downstream 24 30 32 35 40
Total Targets Score 15 55
Eﬂ i line [j is 45, muitiply [j x E] X Eﬂ
itine [T] is 0. muttiply Ex3ExFxE 0 164350
Divide line @ by 64,350 and multiply by 100 Sgw= O

FIGURE 7

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

Max.
Possible

ks

18

19

15

12,825

19.93



Air Route Work Sheet

Assigned Vaiue Nulti-{ Max Qef.
Raung Factor (Circle One; pher Score Sccre | Section)
E Observed Release @ 45 1 0 45 5.1
Date and Location:
Sampling Protocol:
itine [T) is 0, the Sy = 0. Enter on tine [5].
it tine [1] is 45. then proceec to line
@ Waste Characteristics 5.2
Reactivity and 0 1 2 3 1 3 ’
incompatibility
Toxicity 0 1 2 3 3 9
Hazardous Waste 0 12 3 4 56 78 1 B
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20
@ Targets 5.3
Population Within } 0 9121518 1 30
4-Mile Radius 21 24 27 30
Dis:ance to Sensitive 0 1 2 3 2 6
Environment
Lang Use 0 1 2 3 1 3
Total Targets Score 39
E Multiply E x @ X E 35,100
@ Divide line E by 35.100 and multiply by 100 Sas= 0

FIGURE ¢

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET




. "
Grounawater Route Score (Sgy) 5 )
Surtace Water Route Score (S 0 0
Al Route Score (Sa) 0 0
§2, 452, .2 W 0
YT BT: 2 /R
Vis2 +s2, +82 /113 -sy- %ZZ%%ZZ%% 0

FIGURE 10

WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sy,

Maximum S, = 27.53



Fire and Explosion Work Sheet

Assigneg Value ttutt- Max Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) oher Score Score | (Sechont
E Containment 1 3 1 3 7.1
@ Waste Characteristics 7.2
Direct Evidence 0 3 1 3
ignitability ot 23 1 3
Reactivity 01 23 1 3
Incompatibility 01 2 3 1 3
Hazargous Waste 012 3 456 78 1 8
Quantity
Tota! Waste Characteristics Score 20
E Targets 7.3
Distance to Nearest 0 12 3 45 1 5
Population
Distance to Nearest 01 2 3 1 3
Building
Distance to Sensitive 0123 1 3
Environment
Lang Use 012 3 1 3
Population Within 01 2 3 45 1 5
2-Mile Radius
Buiidings Within 0123 435 1 5
2-Mite Radius
Totai Targets Score 24
E Multiply m x @ X @ 1,440
8 oivige line [3] by 1.440 and muitiply by 100 SFE= N/A

FIGURE 11

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET




Direct Contact Work Sheet

Assigned Value Muiti- Max Ref.
Raung Factor (Circie One) pher Score Score | (Section)
[ ovserved incigent @ 45 1 0 a5 8.1
it tine [T] is 45. proceed to line
it tine [1] is 0, proceed to line H|
B accessibiity 0120 1 3 3 8.2
G Containment o & 1 15 15 8.3
4] Waste Characteristics
Toxicity @1 2 3 5 0 15 8.4
m Teargets 8.5
Population Within a 0 1(®P3ass 4 8 20
1-Mile Radius
Distance to a ®1 23 4 0 12
Critical Habitat
Tota! Targeta Score -8 32
[B) iine [1) is 45 muttipy [T = [ x [§]
tine [1] iso. mutipy 2 x B « [ x [& 0 |21.600
[Zl Divide line by 21,600 and multiply by 100 Spc = 0

FIGURE 12

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET




INSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of these records is to provide a convenient way to
prepare an auditable record of the data and documentation used to apply the
Hazard Ranking System to a given facility. As briefly as possible, summarize
the information you used to assign the score for each factor (e.g., '"Waste
quantity = 4,230 drums plus 800 cubic yards of sludges"). The source of
information should be provided for each entry and should be a bibliographic-
type reference that will make the document used for a given data point easier
to find. Include the location of the document and consider appending a copy of
the relevant page(s) for ease in review.

FACILITY NAME: __ Dovex Landfill

LOCATION:




GROUND WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE
Contaminants detected (5 maximum):

No data. Assigned value = 0.

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

Not applicable.

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
Depth to Aauifex of Concexn
Name/description of aquifer(s) of concern:

Both the glacial sediment and the bedrock are designated as the aquifer of
concern. The glacial sediment aquifer consists of sand and gravel deposits
contiguous with the landfill property. The marble bedrock aquifer is desig-
nated by Gerber (1982) as Aquifer No. 76 (Appendixes Al.3-1 and Al.3-2),

Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the saturated
zone (water table[s]) of the aquifer of concern:

The depth is estimated at about 56 £t below the top of the fill. The depth
of the landfill is not known but was estimated to be at least 50 ft by
Leo Mostachetti (Appendix Al.l1-1).

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/storage:
Based on 1976 soil borings referred to in an engineer”s report (Appendix
Al .1-2) ground water was estimated to be 6 ft below the origimal eleva-
tion of land used for the landfill. ‘

Assigned value = 3.



!! ! 2 i l! !l
Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal):
40 inches.
Reference: Dethier, B.E. 1966. Mean annual precipitation, in inches,
1931-1964, ip Precipitation in New York State. Cormell Univ.
Agr. Expt. Sta. Bull. 1009. Ithaca, New York. :

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list months for seasonal):

28 inches.

Reference: U.S. EPA. 1984. Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking
System. A Users Manual (HW-10). Originally published in the
July 16, 1982, Federal Register.

Net precipitation (subtract the above figures):

12 inches. Assigned value = 2.

Soil type in unsaturated zone:

Dover fine, sandy loam derived from glacial till.
References: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1955. Soil Survey
Dutchess County. (Appendix Al.5-1.)

Gerber, R.G. 1982. Final Report, Water Resources Study
for Dutchess County. (Appendix Al.3-1.)

Permeability associated with soil type:

Moderately permeable, estimated range 103 ~ 10-3 cm/sec.
Assigned value = 2.

Physical State

Physical state of substances at time of disposal (or at present time for
generated gases):

Unknown. Assigned value = 0.



3 CORTAINMENT
Containment
Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Landfill: No liner provided, no leachate collection system, landfill surface
does not preclude ponding, landfill surface precludes run-onm.

Reference: EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.

Method with highest score:

No liner provided and landfill surface does not preclude ponding.
Asgigned value = 3,

4 HASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxici 1 Pexsi

Compound(s) evaluated:
No data available. Assigned value = 0.

Reference: Section 4.4.

Compound with highest score:

Not applicable.

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a
containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above
maximum) :

Unknown. Assigned value = 0.



Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

Not applicable.

5 TARGETS
Ground Hater Vse
Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facility:

Ground vater in aquifer of concern is used for drinking water source.
Agsigned value = 3.

Reference: New York State Department of Health. 1982. WNew York State
Atlas of Community Water System Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.)

Location of nearest well drawing from aguifer of concern or occupied building
not served by a public water supply:

The nearest building is a residence located approximately 500 ft southeast
of the landfill. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.)

Distance to above well or building:

900 ft. Assigned value = 4.

Reference: NWYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover
Plains Quad.

Identified water-supply well(s) drawing from aguifer(s) of concern within a
3-mile radius and populations served by each:

Aquifer of concern is the carbonate bedrock and the overlying sand and gravel
deposits that are contiguous with the site, bounded by phyllites/schist on
the east and west. (Appendixes Al.3-1 and Al.3-2.)

Conmunity Water Supplies:
Schreiber Water Works 110

Reference: New York Department of Health. 1982. WNew York State Atlas
of Community Water System Sources. (Appendix Al,5-2.)



Homes with private wells in aquifer of concern:

173 x 3.8 ~ 657

Total 767

Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5;Hinute Series Topographic: Dover Plains
and Pawling Quads. ~

Computation of land area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from aquifex(s) of
concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to population (1.5 people per

acre):

Information requested on 7 March 1986 was not available as of 8 October 1986.

Reference: Dibble, R. 1986. Dutchess County SHCD. Personal
Communication.

Total population served by ground water within a 3-mile radius:

767. Assigned value = 2. Combined score = 20.

SURFACE WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from it
(5 maximum):

No data available. Assigned value = 0.
Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

Not applicable.

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Average slope of facility in percent:

Approximately 30 percent. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.)



Name/description of nearest downslope surface water:

Swamp River: a permanent surface water which runs through a marsh area
adjacent and north of the site.

Reference: NYSDOT. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains Quad.

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water body in
percent:

<3 percent.

Reference: EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?

Yes. The landfill is bounded on the west by a marsh. A portion of the
marsh area was filled with residential trash. (EA Site Inspection,
16 January 1985.) '

Assigned value = 3.

Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?

No. The landfill forms a ridge rising approximately 50 ft above the
surface of the surrounding marsh. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.)

2.5 inches. Assigned value = 2.

Reference: U.S. EPA. 1984, Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking
System. A Users Manual (HW-10). Originally published in the

July 16, 1982, Federal Registex.

The Swamp River is approximately 1,500 ft downgradient of the site.
Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains Quad.

Assigned value = 2.



Unknown. Assigned value = 0.

3 CONTAINMENT

Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Landfill: cover material is not adequate, landfill slope does not preclude
runoff, no diversion system present. (EA Site Inspection, 16 January 1985.)

Method with highest score:

No diversion system present. Assigned value = 3.

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Compound(s) evaluated

No dats available. Assigned value = 0.

Reference: Section 4.4.

Compound with highest score:

Not applicable.

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a
containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above
maxioum) :

Unknown. Asgsigned value = 0.



Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

Not applicable.

5 TARGETS

Suxface Water Use

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous substance:

Recreational. Assigned value = 2.

References: NYSDOH. 1982. New York State Atlas of Community Water System
Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.)
Elliot, W. 1986. NYSDEC Region 3, Regional Fisheries Manager.
Personal Communication. 29 August. (Appendix Al.5-3.)

Is there tidal influence?

Mo,

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

None. Assigned value = 0.

Reference: WNYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains
Quad.
Distance to 5-acre (minimum) freshwater wetland, if 1 mile or less:
Landfill is bordered by a freshwater wetland. Assigned value = 3.

Reference: NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains
Quad.



Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or natiomal wildlife
refuge, if 1 mile or less:

None. Assigned value = 0.

Reference: Significant Habitat Unit. 1985. Significant Habitat Overlays.
Division of Fish and Wildlife, New York State Department of
Envirommental Conservation, Delmar, New York.

Location(s) of water supply inteke(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing bodies) or
1 mile (static waterbodies) downstream of the hazardous substance and popula-
tion served by each intske:

The Harlem Valley Psychiatric water intake is located about 0.75 mi
upstream of the landfill and it is not anticipated that the landfill
would have any adverse effect on their surface water supply.

Assigned value = 0.

Reference: NYSDOH. 1982. FNew York State Atlas of Community Water System
Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.)

Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and conversion to
population (1.5 people per acre).

Information requested 7 March 1986 was unavailable as of 8 October 1986.

Reference: Dibble, R. 1986. Dutchess County SWCD. Personal Communication.

Total population served:

Assigned value = 0.

Name/description of nearest of above waterbodies:

Not applicable.

Distance to above-cited intakes, measured in stream miles.

Not applicable.

10



AIR ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected:

During EA"s site inspection (16 January 1985), total volatile organics were
measured using a photoionization detection device. No readings above
background were recorded. No other data are available (Chapter 3).
Agsigned value = 0.

Date and location of detection of contaminants:

Methods used to detect the contaminants:

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site:

dek
2 WASTE CBARACTERISTICS
Most reactive compound:
Most incompatible pair of compounds:

11



Toxici

Most toxic compound:

Total quantity of hazardous waste:

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

3 TARGETS

Circle radius used, give population, and indicate how determined:

0 to & mi

Distance

Distance

Distance

Land Use

Distance

0 tol mi 0 to1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 mi

to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

to 5-acre (minimum) freshwater wetland, if 1 mile or less:

to critical habitat of an endangered species, if 1 mile or less:

to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

12



Distance to mational or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve if 2 miles or
less:

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1 mile or
less:

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2
miles or less:

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and
National Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

DIRECT CONTACT

1 GOBSERVED INCIDENT
Date, location, and pertinent details of incident:
None reported. (Chapter 3.)

Assigned value = 0.

2 ACCESSIBILITY
Describe type of barrier(s):

Barriers do not completely surround the site (EA Site Inspection,
16 January 1985.)

Assigned value = 3.

13



3 CONTAINMERT
Type of contaimment, if applicable:

Site is a landfill, cover material is not adequate (EA Site Inspection,
16 January 1985).

Assigned value = 15,

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Toxicit
Compounds evaluated:

No data available. Reference: Section &.4.

Compound with highest score:

Assigned value = 0.

5 TARGETS

680. Residences in a 1-mi radius counted from the topographic map
(150 x 3.8 persons = 570) plus the populaton served by Schreiber Water

Works (110).
References: NYSDOH. 1982. New York State Atlas of Community Hater System

Sources. (Appendix Al.5-2.)
NYSDOT. 1973. 7.5-Minute Series Topographic: Dover Plains

Quad.

Assigned value = 2.

14



None. Assigned value = 0.

Reference:

Significant Habitat Unit. 1985. Significant Habitat Overlays.
Division of Fish and Wildlife, New York State Department of
Envirommental Conservation, Delmar, New York.

15
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. POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L IcATion -
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT é‘“""’OE
WEPA PARY 1 - SITE INFORBIATION AND ASSESSMENT NY 0980508139

Ik SITE NARE AND LOCATION
D1 SITE NAME (Lopa. Common or G05CDIVS ROMe of e, 02 GTREET. ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

Dover Landfill Pleasant Ridge Road (County Road 21)
o3cy 04 STATE | O5 ZP CDDE |06 COUNTY 07 COUNTY]0B CONG

Dover NY | 12594 Dutchess cope | DS
08 COORDINATES | ATITUDE LONGITUDE

40 39' 00 0" - I 730 34" 30 O'

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE rStartng trom nesres! pudic roed)
From Poughkeepsie, NY, take State Rt. 55 South to Pleasant Ridge Road. Take Pleasant

Ridge Road east approximately 8.2 miles to entrance to landfill. Entrance road is
le west of Village of Wingdsle.

il. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES
01 OWNER (¥ ancwn' 02 STREET 1Business. meling. resoents’;

Leo Mostachetti Mountain Road
o3cny 04 STATE] 05 2P CODE 06 TELEPHONE NUMBER

Wingdale NY 12594 914 832-6146
07 OPERATOR (£ xnown anc arfierent from owne:; 08 ST‘FE'ET 1Busmess. molng resoentis!!

Town of Dover Pleasant Ridge Road
08 CITY 10 STATE[ 1t 2¢ CODE 12 TELEPHONE NUMBER

Village of Wingdale NY | 12594 91k 832-6839
13 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Cnecs one;

K A PRIVATE [ B. FEDERAL: 0 C.STATE [2D.COUNTY [T E. MUNICIPAL
fAgency name)
O F. OTHER. O G UNKNOWN
(Speciy

14 OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE /Check a¥ thar epoty

T A RCRA 3001 DATERECEIVED ___{ . T B UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITEcercia103c) DATERECEIVED. /[ TXC.NONE

MONTH DAY YEAP MONTe DAY YEAR
1V. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD
01 ON SITE INSPECTION BY iCrec+ ob ma: apply.
T A EPA T B. EPA CONTRACTOR [ C.STATE ZXD. OTHER CONTRACTOR

MONTH DAY YEAR T E.LOCALHEALTHQFFICIAL [T F. OTHER
EA Science and Technology:"

Xves oate__1 16 85
£ NO

CONTRACTOR NAME(S}:
02 SITE STATUS /Check one 03 YEARS OF OPFRATION
T A ACTIVE XiB INACTIVE [ C. UNKNOWN 1943-1945 | 1983 T UNKNOWN
BEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT. KNOWN OR ALLEGED

It is not known if any hazardous substances were disposed of at the landfill.

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT ANDOR POPULATION
The site has not been properly closed. Cover material used for daily and final
cover was inadequate. The potential for leachate reaching ground water and surface
water exists.

Y. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT

01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (Check ons ¥ nigh or meduum 15 checkec complets Par 7 - Waste and Peri 3 - Doscry of C ano
D A HIGH X' 8. MEDIUM O C.Low D D.NONE
{nspecton required prompliy} {Inspechor. moured: inspect on time aveliable Dasis, {No turther oction needed compiste curmen! Sspositon form}
VI. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTACT 02 OF 1Agency Organization) 03 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Ray Kapp EA Science and Technology (91l 692-6706
04 PERSON FTESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NUMBER 08 DATE
. _ 7 18, 85
Linda K. McConnell EA (301 TT1-4950 | —mmionton

EPAFORM 2070-12(7-81)



SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION

L DENTIFICATION

Dh;?ATE

*HoB05061 39

Il. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISYICS

01 PHYSICAL STATES (Checs of me e90) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (Cnecs o that coply!
(MensUes D! woste Quaninm .
~ A SOUD © £ SLURRY mus! be maspenden’ . A TOXIC - E SOLUBLE ot MIGHLY VOLATLLE
I B POWDER.FINES . F LIQUID vons Unknown » 8 CORROSIVE . FINFECTIOUS . J EXPLOSIVE
T € SLUDGE | " & GAS . C RADIOACTIVE . G FLAMMABLE . K REACTIVE
. : - CUBIC YARDS D PERSISTENT . H IGNITABLE _ L INCOMPATIBLE
L M NOT APPLICABLE
X o orwen __Unknown unknown
1Soecre NO OF DRUMS
. WASTETYPE  Unknown
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT J02 UNIT OF MEASURE| 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE
oLw OILY WASTE
SOL SOLVENTS
PSD PESTICIDES
occ OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS
10c INORGANIC CHEMICALS
ACD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS
1IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES :see Appena:» 1or most fraguenty caec CAS Numpers:
01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE ‘DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION | SEMEATIIE D)
V. FEEDSTOCKS 'see appences ro- CAS Numpers. Not A-ppli Cable )
CATEGORY 0: FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER
FDS FDS
£DS FDS
FDS FDS
FOS FDS

Vi. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre spociic retarences e.g . siate fies sambie analysss. reportt |

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files.
Dutchess County Department of Health files.

EPAFORM 2070-12 (7-81)
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.

SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION

L. IDENTIFICATION

[ovetaTe
NY

02 SITE NUMBER

D980508139

). SITE NAME AND LOCATION

1 SITE NAME [ opa’ commor o descrotive name of ske

©2 STREET. ROUTE NO.. OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

Pleasant Ridge Road

Dover landfill

93¢Mpown of Dover
Village of Wingdale

O4 STATE | D5 ZIP CODE
NY

06 COUNTY

Dutchess

j07COUNTY] 08 CONG
oIs1

08 COORDINATES

_110%55% a0 g"| 730 ‘%00

12594
T0 TYPE OF OWNERGHIE iChocs one
A PRIVATE D B. FEDERAL

Q"

[ C.STATE 0 D.COUNTY D €. MUNICIPAL

C F. OTHER 0 G. UNKNOWN
1. INSPECTION INFORMATION _
07 DATE OF INSPECTION 02 SITE STATUS 03 YEARS OF OPERATION
1,16 85 [J ACTIVE 1943-45 , 1983 UNKNOWN
~oRT R Ve X NacTive BEGINNING YEAR ___ ENDING YEAR

04 AGENCY PERFORMING INSPECTION (Check s tha: aop:y

T A.EPA [ B EPACONTRACTOR _— Teah— D C'MUNCPAL T D. MUNCIPAL CONTRACTOR S—
: S
O£ STATE (X F.STATE CONTRACTOR Lt Scletrce €1 oG omen
IName of i (Spectty
05 CHIEF INSPECTOR 06 TILE 07 ORGANLZATION 08 TELEPHONE NO
s . . 011 -

Linda K. McConnell Environmental Fngineer BOL) 771-4950
08 OTHER INSPECTORS 10 TITLE 11 ORGANIZATION 12 TELEPHONE NO

Gloria McCleary Environmental Engineer EA 601) 771-4950

Richard Rennia

Council Member

Town of Dover

Board Supvis.

P14)877-3710

t )

13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED T4 TME TSADDRESS 16 TELEPHONE NO
Leo Mostachetti Landowner Wingdale, NY 12594 P14)832-61k6
( )
( )
( )
(
{ )
] Tﬁc_celg_ameoav 18 TWAE OF INGPECTION 18 WEATHER CONDITIONS
X PERMISSION 0930 hours Cold, 8 F, Clear, Windy
D WARRANT

IY. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM

01 CONTACT

Ray Kapp

02 OF (Agoncy ‘Orpanaoton;

EA Science and Technology

03 TELEPHONE NO.

(914 692-6706

04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM
Linda K. MecConnell

05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION

EA

07 TELEPHONE NO.

(301)771-L4950

08 DATE

[ 416,85

MONTH DAY YEAR

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)




& ,_ . POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE - %ﬁ"gggm" 7
: SITE INSPECTION REPORT : 865081
@ PART 2. WASTE INFORMATION > 39

0. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS

01 PHYSICAL STATES (Checs o me o0y 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS iChecs oF thet apoty. unknown
{Moosures O woste Quanites
must be noepEnpent

A TOXIC L E SOLUBLE | HIGHLY VOLATILE

- . . z c
B CIRE | e WRom | cpemew iwihe e
T D.PERSISTENT L H IGNITABLE £ L INCOMPATIBLE
Ko otwen __Unknown CUBIC YARDS T M NOT APPLICABLE
TSewcry NO OF DRUMS
. WASTE TYPE Unknown
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMDUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE | 03 COMMENTS
SLu SLUDGE
ow OILY WASTE
soL SOLVENTS
PSD PESTICIDES
occ OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS
10C INORGANIC CHEMICALS
ACD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS
V. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (see aopenon tor most treguent case CAS Numpers.  [Tnken owrn
01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD 05 concenTRATION | SSMEASURE OF
V.FEEDSTOCKS /56e Anpanan to- CAS Numbe:s' Not Applicable )
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER
FDS FOS
FDS FDS
FDS FDS
FDS FDS

Vi. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre spocitic reterances e g . state fkes ssmple anatyses reports

Dutchess County Department of Health files
New York State Department of Environmental Conservatlon files

EPAFORWV. 2070-1317-81)




P POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 0'1- :f:“;‘c;tﬂm "
WEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT ol R BWOSO 8130

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

. HAZARDOUS CONMDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 L. A GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 167 02 T OBSERVED (DATE ) - POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

The glacial sediment and bedrock aquifers are designated as aquifers-of-concern. The
glecial sediment aquifer consists of sand and gravel deposits. Bedrock aquifer is
Cambro-Ordovician Age Stockbridge Formation (marble), designated as Aquifer No. 76 by
Gerher (1982) Refer to Section 4.3

1B SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 "OBSERVED(DATE ___ ) 4 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED. ___ ZEerQ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

A permanent stream, Swamp River, is located about 1,500 feet northeast of the
landfill and runs through the wetland adjacent to the site.
Refer to Sections 4.2 and L.3.

01 T C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 "OBSERVEDIDATE __ ) T POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED _______ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.
01 T D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 "OBSERVED(DATE. C POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLYAFFECTED. 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ,

Unknown.
01X E DIRECT CONTACT oasenvso (OATE: & POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

The site is easily accessible to the publlc and is not fenced off. A barrier is
present on the entrance road restricting access to vehicles. Scrap metal and
residential garbage is protruding through the cover material.

01 T} F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 5 02 "OBSERVED(DATE __ ) X~ POTENTIAL U ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED. 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

(Acras

No data available.

01 [Z G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 767 02 OBSERVED(DATE ___ ) g( POTENTIAL D ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

A community well, the Schreiber Water Works, is located 0.42 miles north of the site
in the bedrock aquifer of concern. No public water supply system is present near
the site. Unreported private wells are probably located in the aquifer of concern.

01 I H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 Z OBSERVED (DATE: } T POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLYAFFECTED. ___ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.
01 [ 1. POPULATION EXPOSURE INJURY 02 OBSERVED(DAYE: ____ ) L POTENTIAL U ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED" _________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.

EPA FORM 2070 13 (7-81}



. POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L DENTIFICATION
WEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT o *;;;"IW 2580506139
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF KAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

R. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS contmven
01 C J DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 _OBSERVED(DATE ______ ) ) POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.
01 T K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 02 “OBSERVED(DATE ______ ) T POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ‘mcwae names of apecwes’

Unknown.
01 Z L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN Q2 _OBSERVED(DATE _____ ) 0 POTENTIAL T ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.

01 M UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 “OBSERVED(DATE _____ )  POTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
[Spts Runolt Standmp bquea: Leakng orums

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLYAFFECTED _____ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.

01 T N DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY Q02 OBSERVED(DATE. ______ ) — POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Unknown.

01 Z O CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS. STORM DRAINS. WWTPs 02 _ OBSERVED(DATE ___ = ) . POTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No sewers, storm drains, or wastewater treatment plants are known to be located
within 1 mile of the landfill.

01 T P ILLEGAL'UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02 " OBSERVED(DATE ________ ) T POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Unknown.

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN. POTENTIAL. OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

Ul. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: __ (O]

V. COMAMENTS

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION :Crie specr reterences. e g state fhes sampte analysss reports,

Gerber, R.G. 1982. Final Report, Water Resources Study for Dutchess County.
NY State Dept. Health. 1982, NY State Atlas of Community Water System Sources.
U.S.G.S. Topographic Map, Dover Plains, Pawling, Verplanck Quads. Dutchess Co. NY.

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)




&EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION
PART 4 - PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

|1 mENTIFICATION

[ " [35eeeE8 30

. PERMIT INFORMATION

01 TYPE OF PERMIT ISSUED 02 PERMIT NUMBER

1Checs ok mar appty

.

_ _A. NPDES

03 DATE ISSUED | 04 EXPIRATION DATE | 05 COMMENTS

—_ 8 UIC

L C AR

0 RCRA

D E. RCRA INTERIM STATUS

ZF. SPCCPLAN

RG_STATE sy, NY DEC 0547

Unknown 3/31/82

Permit for operation

CH LOCAL,

1. OTHER ;sppcs,.

) NONE

. SITE DESCRIPTION

01 STORAGE ‘DISPOSAL (Checa ar that apply) 02 AMOUNT

L A SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

O3 UNIT OF MEASURE | 04 TREATMENT (Chech o that apply:

T A INCENERATION

T B. PILES

T C. DRUMS, ABOVE GROUND

3 B. UNDERGROUND INJECTION
T C. CHEMICAL/PHYSICAL -

L

[C D. TANK, ABOVE GROUND

T D. BIOLOGICAL

05 OTHER

X A BUILDINGS ON SITE

T3 E. TANK, BELOW GROUND 3 E. WASTE OIL PROCESSING 0€ AREA OF SITE
I F. LANDFILL _Lnknown T F. SOLVENT RECOVERY '
O G. LANDFARM T G OTHER RECYCLING/RECOVERY 2 "
T H. OPEN DUMP T H. OTHER
T 1. OTHER Soeciy;
iSpecity,
07 COMMENTS
IV. CONTAINMENT
01 CONTAINMENT OF WASTES (Check one;
T A. ADEQUATE. SECURE T B. MODERATE & C. INADEQUATE, POOR I D. INSECURE, UNSOUND, DANGEROUS

02 DESCRIPTION OF DRUMS . DIKING, LINERS. BARRIERS. ETC.

No liner provided. Quality of cover material used is not adequate--sand
and gravel was used for daily and final cover. No leachate collection
systems provided. Surface topography of landfill may encourage ponding.

V. ACCESSIBILITY

01 WASTE EASILY ACCESSIBLE: KI YES ' NO
02 COMMENTS

- . Site is easily accessible to public; no fencing provided. A barrier
on the entrance road prevents access to vehicles.

VI. SOURCES OF INFORBIATION (Cre soecki referances. e g state tres. sampe anelys:c eports

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files.
Site inspection conducted 1/16/85 by New York State contractor.

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)




P POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 5- WATER, DERMOGRAPHIC, AMD ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

i. IDENTIFICATION
01 STATE] 02 SITE NUMBER

NY | D980508139

). DRINKING WATER SUPPLY

01 TYPE OF DRINKING SUPPLY ozstatus unknown 03 DISTANCE TO SITE
{Chech as appiicobie
SURFACE WELL ENDANGERED AFFECTED MONITORED )4
COMMUNITY AC 8 X AT 8.0 c.C A__0.%2 m
NON-COMMUNITY cz b X 0.0 E.C F.C B__ Yol mi
Hl. GROUNDWATER
01 GROUNDWATER USE IN VICINITY (Crecs one:
T A ONLY SOURCE FORDRINKING [ B. DRINKING T €. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, IRRIGATION O D. NOT USED, UNUSEABLE
{Otho: sources avalable’ {Lrnaed olher Sources svesadie.
COMMERGIAL. INDUSTRIAL . IRRIGATION
{NO othe: wate’ sources svasadbie;
02 POPULATION SERVED BY GROUNDWATER ___TOT 03 DISTANCE TO NEAREST DRINKING WATERWELL _ 0,17  (mi)
04 DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER 05 DIRECTION OF GROUNDWATERFLOW | 06 DEPTH TO AQUIFER | 07 POTENTIAL YIELD 08 SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER
OF CONCERN OF AQUIFER
6 " Estimated to be W-NW 20 @w | unknown ., CYES TN

08 DESCRIPTION OF WELLS (inciuong w3sage 08D 810 I0C81I0!: Feieiive IC DODUERTION 8nG Duidongs .

A community well developed in the bedrock aguifer of concern is located 0.42 miles
north of the site at the Schreiber Water Works. The well serves 110 people. Other
unreported private wells are probably developed in the aquifer of concern.

10 RECHARGE AREA 11 DISCHARGE AREA
X0 YES | COMMENTS 5 YES | COMMENTS
O NO O NO

IV. SURFACE WATER

01 SURFACE WATER USE (Cnecx one

X A RESERVOIR, RECREATION C 8. IRRIGATION. ECONOMICALLY [ C. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL
DRINKING WATER SOURCE IMPORTANT RESOURCES

T D. NOT CURRENTLY USED

02 AFFECTED/POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BODIES OF WATER

NAME. AFFECTED DISTANCE TO SITE
Swamp River - 0.28 i
C (mi)
O {mi)
V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION
01 TOTAL POPULATION WITHIN 02 DISTANCE TO NEAREST POPULATION
ONE (1) MILE OF SITE TWO (2) MILES OF SITE THREE (3) MILES OF SITE
A 0 B. 3’3.8 g_ c __m__ 0.17 i)
NO OF PERSONE NG OF PERSONE NO OF PERSONS
03 NUMBER OF BUILDINGS WITHIN TWO (2) MILES OF SITE 04 DISTANCE TO NEAREST OFF-SITE BUILDING
372 0.17 (mi)

situated in a rural area.

05 POPULATION WITHIN VICINITY OF SITE {Provice narrative oescronon of nitiure 0f DODURNOr: withm wcinily 0f s46 8. . Tura! vilags. 08ns8!y DODUIRIeT urDa: 4182

The landfill is located approximately 0.3 miles west of the Village of
Wingdale, and 6 miles south of the Town of Dover Plains. The site is

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I IDENTIFICATION

%EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT OTRIpE[o7 Y581 30

PARTY 5- WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

VI. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

01 PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED ZONE (Choct one

T At —108cmisec !B 10-4-10-tcmsec [X C.10-4- 10-3cmsec L D.GREATER THAN 10- 3 em/sec

02 PERMEABILITY OF BEDROCK (Chach one,

T A IMMPERMEABLE T B RELATIVELY IMPERMEABLE T C. RELATIVELY PERMEABLE ' O VERY PERMEABLE

fuess than 10”6 cm sec: 11074 - 10~ 6 cm sac (e - 10”Yemeec; (Groate- ther 16~ 2 cm soc!
03 DEPTH TO BEDROCK 04 DEPTH OF CONTAMINATED SOIL ZONE 05 SOILpH
Unknown - . Unknown - Unknown
06 NEY PRECIPITATION 07 ONE YEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL 08 SLOPE
SITE SLOPE DIRECTION OF SITE SLOPE , TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE
12 {mn) 2.5 {in) _ 30 & Southwest <3 *
08 FLOOD POTENTIAL 10
none X SITE IS ON BARRIER ISLAND, COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA. RIVERINE FLOODWAY
SITEISIN "~ ~ YEARFLOODPLAIN
11 DISTANCE TO WETLANDS 1 scre moumum 12 DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT (o encangered speces,
eshwater
ESTUARINE OTHER fresh N/A (i)
A ____None (mi 8__%0.01 m ENDANGERED SPECIES: ____one
13 LAND USE IN VICINITY
DISTANCE TO.
RESIDENTIAL AREAS; NATIONAL/STATE PARKS. AGRICULTURAL LANDS
COMMERCIALINDUSTRIAL FORESTS, OR WILDLIFE RESERVES PRIME AG LAND AG LAND
nkn Unknown
aA___ 0.28 m . 0:10 m ¢, Unknown m) D. (mi)

14 DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY

The Dover Landfill is situated on the side of a ridge. Bordering the site on the
west is a marsh. The highest point of elevation on the landfill is approximately
50 feet above the surface of the marsh. About 1,500 feet northeast of the landfill
is a peat mining operation. A permanent stream, Swamp River, runs through the
marsh and is located 0.28 miles north of the landfill.

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre soecitc reterences ... state fies. samose anaiysis. reports’

NY State Dept. Health. 1982. ©NY State Atlas of Community Water System Sources.
U.5.G.5. Topographic Map. Dover Plains Quadrangle, Dutchess County, New York.
Site inspection conducted 1/16/85 by a New York State contractor.

EPAFORM2070-13(7-81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE sl
SITE INSPECTION REPORT NY | D980508139

PART € - SARMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION

U SAMPLES TAKEN Not applicable

01 NUMBER OF 02 SAMPLES SENT TO 03 ESTIMATED DATE
SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLES TAKEN RESULTS AVAILABLE
GROUNDWATER

SURFACE WATER

WASTE

AR

RUNOFF

SPiLL

SOiL

VEGETATION

OTHER

ili. FIELD MMEASUREMENTS TAKEN

01 TYPE
Radioactivity

02 COMMENTS
Radiological search conducted by Dutchess Co. Health Dept. 2/L4/82.

No radioactivity detected. - ]

Percent Slope

Slope measurements taken of siterand surrounding terrain 1/16/65

Volatile Organic
vapors

Organic vapor measurements taken onsite with HNU on 1/16/85 -
none detected

IV. PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS

o+ Tvre X GROUND X AERIAL

ozwcustopy of A Sclence and Technology

{Nsme O orpanCetion o NOICUs!

03 MAPS 04 LOCATION OF MAPS

X YES EA S

cience and Technology, Middletown, New York 10940

 NO

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLEC

TED Prowae na:rave sescrtion

Soil borings were

conducted 12/1/76 on land immediately adjacent and west of

the site to determine potential for extension of landfill by the Town of Dover.

Subsurface soil i
immediately east

nvestigations were also conducted by Town of Dover on land
of site (refer to A1.1-2) to determine soil type.

Vi. SOURCES OF INFORMAT'ON {Cae specic reterencer e G S18ie Imes SaMDNE BNB'ySIS T8DOIS,

Dutchess County D

epartment of Health files.

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files.
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SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORYT
PART 7 - OWNER INFORMATION

1. bENTIFICATION

01 KTATE 0233@8505339

. CURRENT OWKER(S) PARENT COMPARNY (r cooscoon
1 NAME . 2 D+ B NUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+B NUMBER
Leo Mostachetti
P ———
STREEY ADDRESS /P © Bo1 RFD# ok, 04 SIC CODE 1O STREET ADDRESS (P C Box RFD# eic 11 8iC CODE
Mountain Road
foscrry 06 STATE Jo7 2IP w20y 13 STATE| 148 2P CODE
Wingdale NY 125
01 NAME 102 D+ B NUMBER 0B NAME 08 D+ B NUMBER
T)3STREETADDRESS{PO Bos RFD# ot} SIC CODE 10 STREEY ADDRESS iF O Box. RFD #. oic ; 118K CODE
05 CiTY an're 07 2IF CODE 12 CiTy 13 STATE| 14 2P CODE
01 NAME ) 02 D+ B NUMBER 08 NAME 08 D+ B NUMBER
'103 STREET ADDRESS # O 8or RFDs otc * 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS /2.0 Bos RFO# eic ; 115K CODE
05 CITY STATE}O7 ZiP CODE 12CI7Y 13 STATE]14 2IP CODE
01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER 08 NAME 09D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0 Box RFG#. otc.) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADORESS (P.O. Bos. RFD #. oic ; 118IC CODE
03 crTy 08 STATE] 07 2P CODE 12 CITY 13 STATE[ 14 ZI° CODE
M. PREVIOUS OWNER(S) iis: most recont test: IV. REALTY OWNERI(S) i apoicasse. st mos: recent arst: .
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS /# 0 Box RED#_olc | 04 SKC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFD# eic.) 04 SIC CODE
05CITY OB8STATE] 07 ZiP CODE 05 CiTy 06 STATEJ 07 2iIF CODE
01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBEFR
03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Bor RFD# ofc ; 04 S CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Box. RFD# eic ) 04 8KC CODE
05 CITY 06 STATE{O7 2P CODE o0& CITY 06 STATE} 07 2P CODE
01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (P.O Bos. RFD#.0ic } 04 COOE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Bos. RFD#. otc ) 04 SIC CODE
0sCITY Ioasure ©7 2F CODE 05 CrTY 06 STATE| 07 ZiP CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORLIATION (Crs spocifc reterances & g . siale toes. sompis onaiys:s. ropoms!

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation files.

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL NAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PARY 8 - OPERATOR INFORMATION

[ & DENTIFICATION

E STATE| 02 SITE NUMBER
NY

980508139

1I. CURRENT OPERATOR (Provese » amteront from oomer:

OPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY 1 eonscaon

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+ B NUMBER
None

03 STREEY ADDRESS (P.0 Box RFC#. otc.f 04 SKC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P O Gox. RFD /. 1c | 13 5iC CODE

05 CITY 06 STATE[07 ZiF CODE 14 CITY 16 STATE |16 2P CODE

08 YEARS OF OPERATION |09 NAME OF OWNER

HI. PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) /Lt mos: rocent frat. provios onvy # aterent trom owner,

PREVIOUS OPERATORS’ PARENT COMPANIES (raposcae:

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 17 D+ B NUMBER
Town of Dover

03 STREEY ADDRESS (P.C Box RFD#. oic ) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.O 801 RFD# eic ) 13 81C CODE
Pleasant Ridge Road

05 CITy 06 STATE | p7 E 14 CITY 15 STATE | 16 2P CODE
Wingdale NY [T FESER

08 YEARS OF OPERATION {09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD
Unknown Leo Mostachetti

01 NAME [02 D+8 NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+B NUMBER
Village of Wingdale

03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. flox. RFG#. o1c.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFD # etc.) 13 SIC CODE
Pleasant Ridge Road

osciry 08 STATE o7 2iF CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE} 16 2iP CODE
Wingdale NY | 12594

08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD
Hnknown Leo Mostachetti

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+ B NUMBEF

03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFD 4. ofc.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREEY ADDRESS (P.0. Box. RFD #. e1c.) 13 SIC CODE

oS City 08 STATE| 07 2w CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE| 16 2IP CODE

08 YEARS OF OPERATION 08 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD

1V. SOURCES OF INFORBATION (Cae spociic retorances o g stare Moz, samove anarysss. reports:

Dutchess County Department of Health files.

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

1. IDENTIFICATION

01 57ATE

02 SITE NUMBER

)
< SITE INSPECTION REPORT D980508139
PART 6 - GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER INFORMATION

li. ON-SITE GENERATOR

O1 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS 1P.C Bos RFO# ot , 04 SIC CODE
05 CIty 06 STATE] 07 2IP CODE

HI. OFF-SITE GENERATOR(S)

01 NAME D2 D+ B NUMBER 01 NAME Jo2 D+ B NUMBER
O3 STREET ADDRESS 1£.0 805 RFD# oic, 04 8IC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (.0 Bos. RFD #. otc ) 04 SIC CODE
05 CiTy 06 STATE} 07 2IP CODE 05 CiITY Ot STATE|O7 ZIP CODE

01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS # 0 802 RFD# e1c ) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (.0 Bos. RFD# eic ; 04 SIC CODE
05 Gty STATE}O7 2P CODE 05 CITY 06 STATEJOT ZIP CODE

IV. TRANSPORTER(S)
01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0 801 RFD 4. etc; 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (£ ©. Bor. RFD# etz } 04 8IC CODE
08 CiTy 06 STATE] 07 ZIP CODE 05CITY ]06 STATE] 0T 21P CODE
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P.C 8ox RFD# e1c ) 04 8IC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P 0. Bos RFD#. eic ) 04 SIC CODE
os Yy STAYE| 07 Zv» CODE 06 CITy 06 STATE] 07 ZI¥ CODE

V. SOURCES OF |NF°RMAT|°N iCrte BDOCH, references .0 . Sfate fies. S8NpDie &NB/YSIS. rEPOTLS,

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 10- PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

L [DENTIFICATION

"RYTE]* BOEGSTBL39

04 DESCRIPTION

. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES
01 O A. WATER SUPPLY CLOSED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 T 8 TEMPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 D C. PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 [ D. SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFTION
01 C E. CONTAMINATED SOIL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 T F. WASTE REPACKAGED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 C G. WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 [ H. ON SITE BURIAL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 [J L. IN SITU CHEMICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 C J. @ STU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 T K. IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 D L. ENCAPSULATION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 " M. EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 O N CUTOFF WALLS 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 T O EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 T P. CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION
01 T Q. SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

EPA FORM 2070-13(7-81)




SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

I IDENTIFICATION

2 8139

HIPAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES (connves:

01 [ R BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 T S. CAPPING'COVERING 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 O T. BULK TANXAGE REPAIRED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFTION

01 T U. GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED O2DATE __ = 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 ' V. BOTTOM SEALED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 = W. GAS CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 O X. FIRE CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 T Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 T Z. AREA EVACUATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 3 1. ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

01 T 2. POPULATION RELOCATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 C 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cas spectc reterences o ¢ . state ties somoie ansiysss roports!

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)



e

o~ POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I IDENTIFICATION
WEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT o st e —
PART 11 - ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

01 PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION ¥ YES T NO

02 DESCRIPTION OF FEDERAL STATE. LOCAL REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION

actions taken to upgrade those operations.

in 1978 (refer to Appendix Al.1-2).

In 1972, legal action was taken against the Town of Dover by the Dutchess
County Department of Health to restrain the Town from using the landfill

due to violations of the State Health Laws and Sanitary Codes. In 1974 the
Commissioner of Health found the Town of Dover Landfill to be operating

in violation of Part 360 Regulations and demanded that plans be prepared and

"Operational Plan - Addendum

Number One, Town of Dover Sanitary Landfill" was prepared by R. Friedman, P.E.,

. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Crto spaciic refarences. o g.. siate tons, sampie anaiysis. roponts)

Dutchess County Department of Health files (Appendix Al1.1-2 and Al.1-L).

EPA FORM 2070-13 {7-61)




6. ASSESSMENT OF DATA ADEQUACY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

6.1 ADEQUACY OF DATA

There is no analytical data available to evaluate the status of potential
contaminant transport routes, i.e., ground water, surface water, and air.
Gross air quality was evaluated during the Phase I gite inspection using a

photoionization detector (HNU). HNU measurements obtained did not indicate any

air quality problems.

6.2 RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the lack of available data and the potential for ground-water and
surface water contamination at the Dover Landfill, it is recommended that a
Phase II study be conducted. The proposed study would include eight tasks:
data collection/site reconnaissance, geophysical studies, preparation of final
sampling plan, conducting the sampling program, environmental assessment,

remedial cost estimate, and report preparationm.

6.3 PHASE II WORK PLAR

In order to satisfy the aforementioned project purpose and to address the
general inadequacies stated previously, EA would perform the following eight
tasks. In addition, EA would develop a Health and Safety Plan for onsite field

activities (currently assumed to require Level D protection) and a



site-specific QA/QC Plan for all envirommental measurement procedures. These
tvo plans would be submitted to the NYSDEC for approval prior to initiating any

field activities.

6.3.1

Project mobilization includes review of the Phase I report and updating the
site data base with any new information made available since completion of the
Phase I report. Based on that review, a draft scope of work for this site will
be agreed to and a project schedule developed. At this time, a draft Quality
Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) document will be prepared in accordance with

the most up~to—date NYSDEC guidelines.

Site reconnaissance will be performed to examine general site access for Phase
11 studies. Site reconnaissance will familiarize key project personnel with
the site, enable the project geologists to evaluate potential boring/well
locations, and enable the project Health and Safety Officer to develop specific
health and safety requirements for the field activities. Emergency, fire, and
hospital services will be identified. Standard practice in site recomnaissance
is an air survey with a HNU photoionization detector (HNU). The air survey
would be performed around the site perimeter and throughout the site for safety
purposes. Detection of releases to air during site recomnaissance may warrant
further confirmation studies. Based on the Phase I gtudy, it is expected that
field activities will require only Level D health and safety protective

megsures.,



Multidepth EM and earth resistivity surveying will be performed around the site
perimeter to evaluate the potential presence of ground~water contaminant plumes
and stratigraphic conditions. The number of stations and value of depth
settings will be determined on the basis of field conditions. Results of the
geophysics will be used to refine the specifications for locations, depths, and

number of observation wells to be installed.

6.3.3

All data collected during Tasks 1 and 2 will be evaluated to finalize sampling
and boring/well locations. The final sampling plan will be developed and
submitted to NYSDEC for approval. The plan will include final sampling loca-
tions; boring and well specifications; and reference pertinent portions of the

QA/QC Plan. A final budget will be developed to complete the drilling and

sampling program.

Based upon currently available information, EA recommends the installation of
six (three pairs) test borings/observations wells (three screened in the
unconsolidated sediments and three completed in bedrock). This work would be
performed under the fulltime supervision of a geologist. It is anticipated
that the following drilling methods will be used: (1) hollow-stem auger in the
unconsolidated sediments, and (2) air or water rotary in bedrock. Prior to the

drilling of each boring/well, and at the completion of the last boring/well,

6-3



the drilling equipment which comes in contact with subsurface materials will be
steam-cleaned, as well as the split spoon sampler after obtaining each sample.
Soil sampling will be performed using a split spoon sampler at approximately
5-ft intervals and at detected major stratigraphic changes. An HNU would be
used to monitor the potential organic vapors emitted during drilling operations
and from each soil sample. Samples of major soil/unconsolidated sediment units

will be collected for grain-size analysis.

It is anticipated that the wells to be installed at this site will be completed
in the unconsolidated sediments and in weathered or competent bedrock. Wells
screened in the unconsolidated sediments will be completed approximately

10-15 ft below the ground-water table. Standard construction of such a well
would include 10 ft of 4~in. diameter threaded-joint PVC screen and an appro-
priate length of PVC riser with a bottom plug cap, sand pack, bentonite seal,
and protective surficial steel casing with a locking cap. Wells screened in
bedrock will be completed approximately 10-15 ft into the saturated bedrock._
Standard construction of such wells would be the same as for wells screened in
the unconsolidated sediments, except that a grout seal will be placed from

about 5 ft into bedrock to ground surface.

Upon completion and development of the wells by air surging/pumping, the
vertical elevation of the upper rim of each well casing will be surveyed in
order to aid in evaluation of the ground-water flow direction. Depending upon
the yield of each Phase II well, a short-term, low-yield pumping test will be

performed in each well.

64



For cost estimating purposes, it is assumed that:

Be

b.

Ce

d.

€o

£,

The depth of each of the three wells screened in the unconsolidated
sediments will be 15 ft below ground surface, and the depth of each of

the three wells screened in bedrock will be 50 ft below ground surface.
The 6 wells will require 11 days to install, develop, and test.

All drill sites are accessible by truck-mounted drilling rigs as

determined by the driller.

There are no excessive amounts of cobbles/boulders which would increase

drilling time.

Steam cleaning of drilling/sampling equipment will be performed at each

boring/well location. The fluids will be discharged to ground surface.

All drill cuttings, fluids, and development water will be left on, or

discharged to, the ground surface in the immediate area of the

activity.

That permission from appropriate land owners to drill borings/wells on
their property will be a simple process (expedited by the NYSDEC, if

necessary), so that delays during field operations are not incurred.



6.3.5 Xask 5 - Sampling

All sampling and analysis will be conducted in accordance with the project
QA/QC Plan. The analytical program for every water and sediment sample will

include the 130 organic and 25 inorganic parameters listed in Siatement of Work

L, January 1985. Also, all additional non-priority

pollutant GC/MS major peaks will be identified and quantified. Major peaks
will be considered as those whose area is 10 percent or greater than the
calibrating standaxrd(s). Based upon the currently available informatiom,
collection and analysis of the following numbers and types of samples is

recommended:

6 Ground-water samples (one from each Phase II well).
2  Surface water samples.

1 Leachate sample.

3 Sediment samples (one from each surface water sample and leachate

sample location).

6.3.6

EA will evaluate the data obtained during the records search and field
investigation, prepare final HRS scores and documentation forms, complete EPA
Form 2070-13 and Part One of 2070-12 and summarize site history, site
characteristics, available sampling and analysis data, and determine the

adequacy of the existing data to confirm release, and if there is a population

at risk.

6-6



EA will evaluate remedial alternatives for the site and develop a list of

potential options given the information available on the nature and extent of

contamination. Approximate costs estimates for the selected potential remedial

options will be computed. This work is not intended to be, or a substitute

for, a formal cost effectiveness analysis of potential remedial actions.

In accordance with current (January 1985) NYSDEC guidelines, the Phase II

report will include:

8o

b.

Co

The results of the Phase II investigation, complete with boring logs,

photos, and sketches developed as part of the Phase II field work.

Final HRS scores with detailed documentation.

Selected potential remedial alternatives and associated cost estimates.

In addition to the final Phase II report, the following raw data and resulting

reduction would be provided to NYSDEC:

8o

b.

geophysical
well logs
all sampling forms and data

all analytical data



R

e. chain-of-custody forms
f. s80il sampling forms and classifications

g. other collected information.

6.3.9

A Project Manager will be responsible for the supervision, direction, and
review of the project activities on a day-to-day basis. A Quality Assurance
Officer will ensure that the QA/QC Program protocols are maintained and that

the resultant analytical data are accurate.

6.4 PHASE 11 COST ESTIMATE

Based on the scope of work and assumptions described above, the estimated costs

to complete the Phase II investigation of the Dover Landfill are as follows:

Consultant Costs $33,440
(including labor, direct costs, fee)

Drilling Contractor 22,325

Laboratory 24.000

Total $79,765
6-8
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. Town of Dover Sanitery Landfill | B ¥

The area used for the landfill and the adjacent lands are either Carlisle Muck or
of the Dover fine sandy loam soils grouping., The area used for the landfill encorpasses
the westerly section of a ridge that runs generally north/south and the easternly portion
of a relatively flat area of Carlisle Muck. The ridge portion and ares to the East are
classified as Dover fine sandy loam in the ledgy, rolling phase, with the entrance way
passing over the Dover fine sand loam in the ledgy hilly phase, The Dover fine sandy
loam originates from firm glacial till, chiefly from crystalline limestone with a shallow
to medium depth to bedrock.

On December 1, 1976, soil borings were taken on the land immediately to the West
of the present site to determine whether expansion of the site in that direction was
possible. The location of these borings are shown on the plans and described on the
sheet included herein, From these tests, groundwater is determined as being at elevation
418, approximately 6 feet below the estimated lowest elevation of land used for the
landfill or elevation 424,

The area to the East was the subject of subsurface esoils investigation during the
latier part of May, 1978 when a series of trenches were dug 100' apart starting from
near the edge of the present landfill and extending downhill towards the West. Although
the NYDEC had been contacted to observe these dug trenches, NYDEC declined the opportunity
for first-hand observation of the subscil conditions, These excavations revealed depths
to rock of from as little as 1 foot to no rock observed at a 5' depth,

The landfill exists over two different soils types, the muck and fime smndy loam.
Based on the USGS quadrangle, the survey map of the area, and visual observation of
the lay of the land, it is estimated than about 15% of the landfill area existe over
the fine sandy loam with the remaining 85% existing over original Carlisle Muck,

This 15% of the landfill is then the sole area where portions gay exist with less than
5' to rock,

The nature of the topography and grading of the landfill area is such that surface
runoff from arees adjacent to the landfill do not flow over the landfill, and the only
surface water flowing off of the landfill is the result of rain that has fallen only on
the landfill area.

Since the original landform upon which the landfill was built is one side of a
ridge leading to the flat area to the West, groundwater flows from the landfill primarily
to the West, Any flow towards the North or South is but of short duration, &s the
land rises shortly beyound the 1imits of the landfill, Hence, any northerly or southerly
groundwater flow is directed in a westerly direction. )

The soils under the landfill are either fine sandy loam or peat overlying fine
sand, These types of soils act as a natural filtering agent and chelating agent, thus
aiding to reduce any groundwater contamination by leachate.

The total acreage of the lsased site 18 about 23 acres, of which only about 5 acres
have been or will be used for the sanitary landfill,
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The annual guantity of solid wastes brought to the landfill is estimated at
approximately 4500 tons/year or about 20 tons per operating dey, Refuse is virtually
100% residential type westes as no industrial wastes are permitted, Refuse from
commercial sources are accepted, but this type of waate represents only a small fraction
of the westes received.

The life of the landfill has been re-estimated, based on the change in landform
volume between the creation of the survey map in 1976 and the present elevations,
Using this change in volume over a specific time period, it will take about another
four (4) years to increase the elevations and grades to those shown on the plans,

3. _Operational Characteristics

The landfill is open from 8 AM to 4:45 PM on Tuesday, Thursday, Friday, and
Saturday, The landfill is about 1500' from CR #21, and a substantial gate controls
access to the site, Signe exist stating the days and hours of operation near the
gate and to which part of the landfill refuse is to be brought,

The site is such that all traffic must enter through the single access road
and into the landfill site proper., As soon as a vehicle enters the landfill site
itself, it is within the view of the operator. This landfill serves a small community,
and therefore does not and has not required any formal traffic flow control due to

- the relatively small number of vehicles entering the site at any one time,

The operator directs the flow of refuse, separating any salvagable materials for
later removal. Since the working face or area is small, the operator has sight
observation of virtually all refuse deposited,

All cover material is brought into the site from two sources, The Town of Dover
operates a soll mining operation adjacent to i1t8 recreation area, The soils mined
vary from loam and topsoil to fine sand and gravel. When the exposed and mined strata
is the sands and gravel, such soils are used by the Town for highway and public works
projecte, When the soils are the topsoil and loam, the soils are used for cover at
the landfill, When the soils are the sand and gravel, cover material is obtained
from the second source,

The second source is from & supplier that has been awarded a low bid contract.
The soils so obteined are a sandy loam that received acceptance from Mr, J., Puchalak, PE
of NYDEC,

The Town of Dover Highway Department has the resporsibility for maintaining an
adequate supply of cover material at the site, with the Superintendent of Highways
directing the operations,



Towm of Dover Scaitary landfill - ‘ o afzﬂ'?
Dute}wsa County, N.Y. :

Included with this report is & portion of the USGS map showing the landfill site
with the surrounding area, Although the USGS map was photorevised in 1971, it is
accurate for this purpese as no residences are known to be any closer to the landfill
site than those shown thereon, This map shows the ridge of Dover fine sandy loam
Jutting into the area of Carlisle Muck, with the Swamp River lying to the East and
the Burton Brook lying to the West, The landfill site ridge serves &as a drainage
basin divide with the site being on the extreme uphill side of the westerly side,

A wind rose that is accurate for the Dover area is not available, the nearest
data being availble at the Dutchess County Airport, some 20 miles away.

Approximately 500 feet to the West, an area that has been identified as Freshwater
Wetlands by NYDEC personnel exists, Towards the East, a wet area, possibly a Freshwater
Wetlands, is found about 25 feet from the edge of where the landfill exists, However,
this area is no longer being used, having already reached the design elevations, The
only activity contemplated with 75 to 100' of this wet area may be the possible addition
of additional cover material as final cover,

5. EZLL Progression

Drawings 2 and 3 provide provide cross sections in the East-West direction every
100' for *he operator to use as a guide in attaining design elevations and grades,
gu

Refuse is to be deposited in small compact daily lifts, starting in the north-
westerly portion of the site and progressing in a clockwise direction. Each area
should be built up to about 10'in height by constructing multiple daily 1ifts of
about 5! adjacent to each other until a 50-75 foot wide swath has been created.

When the subject area has been raised by the 10', the adjacent 50 to 75' area is

then used. In this manner, the entire site will be raised in increments of about 10',
easing the determinations of the operator., The operator will thus be creating nearly
level planes or slices horizontally through the site, Each finished grade, whether
daily or intermediate, shall be graded towards the edge of the landfill as indicated
in order to promote runoff of rainwater rather than percolation, The edges of the
landfill shall have final slopes of 1:3 to 1l:4 as possible and convenient.

As the total elevation of the site increases, the eccess roadway must be curved
towards the central portion and elevated correspondingly, as to follow the final
contours of the land as shown on the drawings,
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Mr.Richard Pelkey, Supervisor
Town ot huver

Dear Sig:
]

Your years ago when I purchasel vy home o P’leasant Ridge
Road, Winsdale, (a rouzh sketen s puprn; shed herevitn for your
reference), 1t wag general ly eaticiputed in the community that the
Lover Fivposal Areg would t e cloreq upen the vpening of the Hlew
Dump Cite ag Cricket KHily.

-

“he Crickett Hill £1te has now teen in operation for quite
sone tire:. houcver the Lover Site contimes to be open each Sunday,
Monday, erd Tveeday. 1 Actuwe thereiore that, the Town of Dover
Beeds and pust operate tvo Dumpr..  Since this is the only Towa in’
the County with tvo Junp Siten, it obviously follous thet operation
costs involved are tuice that of ary other Town. An evaluation of

the basis providing Justitication for this eacersive expend i ture
of Taxpaycr g funds nay va in order. .

In the event that firdings of this eveluation support a
determination for the continuiiy wperation of two Dumps, then
surely the people must bear the costs for eédequate maupover and
equipment to pProvide proper maintenance at the Dover Site and ite

access roud for the protection of my family, guests @nd neighhore
egainst the sanitary and cafety hazands that now exigt.

In the past four Years I have reported these conditions
teveral tiwes. however beasures teken by the Responsible Authority
bave alwvays been lece than adequate to effect correction. Since
the location of my Bome ig such thet my fawily and guests, ag vell

dverce affects emsnating
nce more requesting that
corrective measuyes.

The Dump Site, which i{g in conewhat Letter eondition nov
than it ves four yeare ago, is stl'l far from sanitary, vith ex.
Posed gerlage in evidence at al} times, rFenerating siench end

breedin endangering the hcelth of rgsons in close proxi-
e pe P

The private roag leading to the lump Stte is at all times
streun v! ih garbege falling from vehicles enroute to the Site,
adding ts the unsaunitary conittions reported alove. Thig roed,

wing eketeh Ly the shaded ares,
is now 11 such 111 repair that 11 ig impczsilile to enjoy my home's
fnmeliate surroundings -.fthout feny of tcilly injury from the
'54ng stoneg being defleected ty the parcczing vehicles, not to
wer:tion hrcathing the clouds of cuct which are ever prresent.



At the ‘ocation merked A on
roed is such that durlng every rain
to ®my lawns, flouding same, and eveniuu
wy vasewent.

: The utter disregard for the protection of our well belng
is mede evident LYy the fact that the Dover Site, loceted in the
midst of a residentlal ares. is open On Sunday precluding any
possibility for the residents to enjoy &ny serenity on the
Sabbath, while the Cricket Hill Site. an ideal location for

Sunday operation, remaing closed.

sured that every effort expended by the local
suthority tovard the resolution of the foregoing problems will be
greatly eppreciated. However be advised, ithat this uriter will
not hesitate Lo present every instance of non compllance vith
Sanitary end Sefety Codes to higher jevels of authority for

assistence to effect correction.

she sketch, drainage of the
fail the runofr is directed
11y finding 116 vay into

In conclusion, be es

. Yours truLx;f)
/ / j':"! P)
4 ', Vo oAl
. /‘;4,:/",/‘\,(.‘- -“"""‘é"v"---a-—--.-.~
JB:ed . 7 Joreph Bersani
./ /,’ ‘l‘:
o

Copies to:

1. Elliott McEldowney, Editor
Budson Valley Timea, Amenis, K.Y.

2. Dr. Vernon B. Iink, Comunissioner
Dept. of Health. Dutchess County

Poughkeepsie, N.Y.
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Mr. Richard Pelkey, Supervisor
Town of Dover

Town Hall

Dover Plaing, NY 12522

Re: Town of Dover Refuse Disposal Site
(Wingdale site)

AN ORDER BY THE COMMISSIONER OF HEALTH OF DUTCHESS COUNTY

Based upon facts and findings submitted to me, it has been determined that
the above noted faciliyy is being operated in contravention to Part 19 of the
New York State Sanitary Code. Specifically, L%l Refuse is being deposited into
surface waters in violation of Part 19.2 (a)(2);- (2) The dumping of refuse is
not confined to an area which can be effectively maintained and operated in vio-
lation of Part 19.2 (a)(3); (3) Refuse is not being compacted and covered daily
with six (6) inches of cover material in violation of Part 19.2 (a)(4); (4) Two
feet of cover material has not been placed after the final deposit of refuse in
violatfon of Part 19.2 (a)(4); (5) Lffective means are not taken to control

rodents and insects in violation of Part 19.2 (a)(5); (6) Fencing or other suit-

able means are not used to control windblown papers in violation of Part 19.2

(a)(6).
Based on the foregoing, you are hereby Ordered:

I. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order all refuse must be
compacted and covered as required by Part 19,

II, THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order effective means
must be taken to control rodents and insects.

III. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order effective means
must be taken to control windblown papers.

IV, THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order there must be
placed a minimum of two feet of cover material over completed areas.

V. THAT upon receipt of this Order all further deposition of refuse into
surface waters must be discontinued.

VI. THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order, effective means
be taken to prevent pollution of surface waters from that refuse alleady
deposited into same.

/7/L7/L,
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Mr. Richard Pelkey, Supexvisor Page 2

VII, THAT within ten (10) days from receipt of this Order refuse ghall be
domped and confined to an easily manageable area.

VIII. THAT upon fadldre.to abide by iteme I, II, III, IV, V, VI, VII, gli
operations shall cease and desist at said diesposal site and its use
discontimued for the disposal of refuse.

Please Be Advised that failure to abide by this Order could result in the
Commissioner'assessing penalties in the maximum of one hundred (100.00) dollars
for wilationlof the Order and in the maximum of fifty (50.00) dollars for each
violation of Part 19.

The penalties may be applied for each day you are in violation.

VERNON B, LINK, M,D.
Commissioner of Health
County of Dutchees

DATED: April 11, 1972
Poughkeepasie, New York

vbl/dtr/sjd
cc: Town of Dover Town Board

/20 2
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Mr. Joseph Puchalik, WPRO

D. Ruff

Term of Dover Refuse Disposal Site - Wingdsls

Noveabor 14, 1978

Atteched is a cage summary yeport yelative to the above. The

Town Supervisor is Richard Pelky. The site is loassd by the
Tewn owned by Leo end Helen Mostechetti, Wingdsle, New York.

The repreeentatives of this nt involved in thic matter are

Ellis Adams, Weste Management Specialist; David Ruff, Asscciate
ganitarian; Jack Hill, Acting Divector of Envirenmentsl Health

Services and Stephen Redmond, M.D., Comniseioner of Health.

As you arxe aware, this Department is presently puvsuing enfercement
proceedings through the Suprems Court.

Pictures of mratibﬁs availsble on request.
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CASE SUNHARY REPORT
L I R - S L) Yey?!
L ™" geun_of Dover Refuse Dispoeal (Wing_ mjg i )
S emy eF gy mm»w;,
8/8/‘73 Inapeetim by E. ann :lndicatea the fouwing violatiensy <«vir emimsiefl,
18.2(1) Open burning of weed and related materisl in a 88-gallen emtaimr. :

19.2(4) Refuse not covered daily with at least 6 inches of cover material.
Conmpleted aresn not pxmrly covered. mfuw not pmperly compacted.

' 19 2(5) ‘Effective means ‘not tahen to contml fliea, xodente, nsects and
AL e ww 'l oo sz R - '..‘!. ' -

19. 2(7) Salvaging of mfuse cxeating a prablem.
3/8/78 - Inspeetion by E. Adams indicatea the follwing violatienss

L

- R s - 4.0t

EE T

19.2(4) Refuse not cevered daﬂy with at lesst 6 inches of cover materiel.
e _ Completed areas not praperly cevered. Refuse not properly cempacted.

19.2(§) Effective means not taksn to control fliee, mdenta, imeew and vemin.
19.2(7) Salvaging of refues cmating a problem B

8ite clossd at timo of inspestion.
8/28/73 - Inspsetion by E. Adams fndicates following violationss

19.2(4) Refuse not covered daily with at least 6 inchees of eover material.
 Cempleted axeas not properly covered. Refuse not properly compacted.

. 19.2(7) .Sslvaging of refuse creating a problem.
Site closed at tims of inspection.
4/2/78 - Inspection by'E;ﬁ'Adams indicateé thé follwing \}iélatima

19 2(4) Refuge not covered daﬂy ‘with at least 6 inches of cover material.
" Completed axeas not properly covered. . Refuse not preperly spread and

compacted.
19 2(7) Salvaging of refuse cmating a pmblem

-
. -

4/‘1‘7/‘78 E. Adans and J. Hill had meeting with Town Superviwr and thme members
of Towm Board to discues operation and violations. There wac an agmmnt
that site would be brought intc cowpliance by May 21, 1978. - -
4/26/78 - Inapection by E. Adama indicates the follcwing viclationss
19.2(1) Open burning of xefuse.

19.2(4) Refuse not covereddaily with at least 6 inches of cover material.
Completed areas not properly covered. Refuse not properly compacted.

19.2(7) Salvage of refuse creating a problem.
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8/18/78 - Inspection by E. Adame indieates the following vielstiens;

19.2(4) Refusa not covered daily with at least 6 inches of covir material.
Coaploted arezs net properly cevered. Refuse nst properly cosmpacted.

19.2(7) Salvaging of mfuso creatiug a pr@blem. -
8ite closgsd at time of ﬁwi«m. L

6/6/78 - In@actioﬂ by E. Aduns 1nd1catee the fauwing violatimz

19. 2(6) nafnse mt cmmd dauy with &t ieast 6 inches of cowr material.
Campleted exsas not properly covered. Refuss not préperly cespacted.

19.2(7) Salvaging of refuse creating a probles.
Bite eloaed at tiwe of in@aetieu.
6/12/78 - Inspsction by E. Adame indicates follming violatims
19.2(4) Refuss net eovered daily with at least 6 inchem of esver material.
. Completed aress not properly ecovered. Refuss not properly covered.
Refuse not properly compacted
19.2(7) 8-lvaging of refuse cyerting a problam.

Aeep&ofaﬂ ingpectien reports was ssnt to the Tewn Supsrvisor & Towm Board.

6/18/73 - D. Ruff verified with Town Clerk that Leo and Helen Mostachetti, Wingdale,
Newe York, are ewmers of proporty. -

6/26/78 - Inspection by E. Adamg &nd D. Ruff indicates the folloving violationax

19.2(4) Completed arxeas not preperly cempacted and covered with 2 fest of
eover material. Refuee not covered and compasted daily.

19 2(5) m not teken to control fiiee, rodents and imcta.
6/21/73 - Inﬂp@cti@n by E. Adm indicates the fouwitg visclations:

1902(1) Presence Of charred material indicates opsn buxning.

19.2(8) ming p@mitf@d withmxt propez esntwi and sup@wiaim.

19.2(4) Refuae not préporly capaected and cmmd daily. Cempleted arecs
ngt pmpe?ly eanpacted an& covered witb 2 feat ef covor material.

1§.2( 5) Effeetivo nsang not taken te eontxrol ﬂiem, rodento and incsets.
19.2(7) 8alvaging of ¥efuse creating a problea.

19.2(8) 8ito expangion imte low svempy area without approval.

Site clesed mt time of inspection.



1/‘11/78 - Inspection by E. Adems indicates fellewing vielations:

i%. 2(3) I'Dming ‘of vofuss mot confined te an gren whieh can be
Ll effectiwly maintained and epexated "

v e tema L
19. 2(4) Refust not properly eaupmtod ‘and covered @aily. - Compheted --
T, BEe8s not ymrly compasted and covered.

1912(8) Eﬂectiwmmtmtocontmlﬁm mdeatsamdimts
19.2(7) @alviging of yefuse ereating a problem.

Bl 753 B3

'A'19 2(3) mamzmamm@m intommamtpmprovedfor o
p\npasa Aseaiowmy

LR '4 “';z-..

v
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ﬂiteﬁmﬂwattmofiwmn O LRI

7/18/15 = Lotter of complaint frem Jessph Berrani relative to cperetion and
miutanme.

1/25/78 Inepection by B. Mm tndieates the following viclations:
860.2(2) Evid@m of on oite burning. 5 N
: ‘86@.3(2) &fnse baiug depwimd into surfaes vater.

sw.&m Rafuss not emﬁmd to an am which can be effectively opsrated
and mimm Ne swesvicion or foncing.

860. 2(4) mfwe not compacted and covered daﬂy Refuse pmtz*uding
- thyough eoapletad aremn.

860. 2(’5) Ei’f’eetive pegns not tahan to control ﬂiw, M@m and other insecte.

gite nMXy elosed bart was @p@n on 7/50/78. 8 copy of 1nspecﬁon report sent
te Town Supervisor and Board.

7/30/18 - iwpseﬁm by E. Adamo fndictes the following violetions:
960.?(1) Evidense of en 8ite burning. -
866.2(2) Refuse deposited imto surface water.

’ 860 2(8) Refuse not cmfimd te an avea which can be eff’ectively operated

860.2(6) pected aﬁ eovered daily. Rofues protruding through

860.2(8) Effective means nm: taken to control rodentw, flies and other insects.
860.2(7) Salveging of wmefusu craating & nuisance.

On 8/1/78 a ecpy of incpsetion repost sent to Tewn Supervicer and Towm Board.
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» "G/i&ﬁ@'a-gmtim by E. Ades fodisates felloning vielstienss
860.2(3) Refuso not eonfined te an eyes which eem be effectively oporeted and

. L T S W %
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- . « P RN Tae e Gl gde, - sei g e
860.2(8) Effeative menns not teken to eontyel rodents, ﬂiea aud wther ingeets.
On 9/19/73 eapy of imtm report sent to Town Swerviser & Boamd, » e oo

8 tion Do Mf 2nd asewmmeniad Dp. Redmond indiegten
/22/78 - ’Impee ‘b.v by foliawing

' 869.2(1) Evi&eme ofun aitebumingo N T |

360 2(3) mﬁm@ not e@Mimﬁ t@ an am whieh can be eff@rtively cpemmd
and peintained.

860.2(4) Rafuse net cmrpactad aud cmred ﬁny. wlm& arcas m zmﬂ cow
covared and m@d P y

860 2(8) Effeetivem nm: talmn tm cmtml :mdents ﬂie@ ana other 1nsaets

Sit@ clessd at tim ofﬂm&eﬁm ; On 8[28/78 a cepy of inswtion r@ert sant
to Tem Beard and Suparvisor.

9/5/7% ~ Inepostisa by D. Ruff & E. Mmandmfuemwﬂtbmrvimrelhey
and Higlway Supsrintendent Anderson See attaehed marandma oen coafersnce.
. Violations weze as follews:

860.2(4) Refuse nst preperly csupeeted and coves

sd defly. Refuse pretruding
thmgh cempleted areas.

860.2(5) Effeetive moans not taken to contwol mdents, ﬂiee and other inseets.

mg/cme@ywm@mﬁmnpmmmrmmmamm
9/12/73 - In@ectien by E. Adm indieataa fnlleaung vinlatiems )

360. 2(2) - aeﬁm depasited mm m evampy araa. -

360 2(3) - Refuse not conﬂne& to an avea which can be &ffect:lvely oporeted and
v - maintuined. .Ne cupervision oxr feneing. :

'860.2(4) - Refuse not preporly emmpasted and ecovered. Rofuca protruding throngh
cempleted areas. I@mr alopeg on conrpleted araag.

860.2(7) - Salvaging of refusc exeating a nuisance.

On:September 24, 1978 cepy of ingpection report cont te Towm Suvpexvicer & Beawd.
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$/19/75 - Ingpoction by B. Mans tnilostes folloving vielatiens:
860.2(1) Evidence of on eits burning. |

360.3(3) Rsfuse not esnfimed to an aves which oan be offectively operated

. cne -';(' [T LAY S PR
360-3(4) m MEM "3:-ée'-'-r_:-': s O
s threugh eomploted aress.

360.2(8) Bffeotive mesne not tehen to contrel yedeats, flies and other insects.
860.3(7) Belveging of yefuse oveating & muissmce.
10/3/75 - Yospeotian

mebe effectivaly opexuted

860.2(4) - Refuse not preporly cempactod amd egvered dedlm/: Refuse protruding
threugh cempleted awsas. Completod arveas not preperly finiched.

i

1

i

i

i

I 360.2(8) Effeat{ve msens not teken t® eontrel m, fliee and other inceste.

360.2(7) 8alveging of rofuse ercating a miiganre.

l On 10/12/78 eepy of inspestien yeport sent to Town Supsrviesr & Board.
10/11/73 - Inspestiea by E. Adsms indiegtes the fellewing vielatieno:

l 860.2(1) Buming at time of ingpoetion and evidense of en site burning.

i

I

]

I

]

]

]

860.2(S) Refuse not confined to an avem which ecan be effectively operated and
maintaingd.

8 860.8(4) Refues not proparly compacted and coverxed daily. Refuse pxotruding
through completed aress. Improper slopes on completed areas.

860.2(5) Effective means not taken to eontrwl redents, fiies and other insects.
360.2(7) 8alvaging of refuse exeating a nuisance.
1n gpeetion repert in process of being sent te Tewn Supervisor & Board.

11/8/78 - Inspoction by E. Adame indicates the fellmring violatienss

860.2(3) Refue2 19 not confined to an area which can be effectively operated
and maintained.

860.2(4) Refuce 18 not properly cempacted and covered daily. Refuse protruding
through ecapleted arcas.
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Aepartment of HAealth . e

22 MARKEY STREET
POUGHKEEPSIE. N Y. 12601

Mr. Richard Pelkey, Supervisor
Town of Dover Town Board

Town Hall, Town of Dover
Wingdale, New York 12594

Re: Town of Dover Refusc Disposal Site
V. Wingdale

An Order Dy The Conmissioner of Health of Dutchess County

iascd upon facts and findings by rcpresentatives of this Departuent
subitted to and reviewed by me it has been determined that the Town of Dover
Refuse Disposal Site, Wingdale, is and has been operated and waintaired in
non—conformance with Part 360 Title ¢, NYCRR, the New York State Conscrvation
Law and the Pablic Health Taw of the State of New York and in a manner which
can canse a public health nuisance and hazard and be detriwental to the envivon-
ment,

Specifically, the disposal site has been cxpanded into arcas vhicl
have not been anproved for the disposal of refuse, dumping of refuse has not
been confined to an area which can be effectively maintained and operated
aud controlled effectively by supervision, signs, fencing or egqually effcctive
weans, the refuse has not been covered and compacted properly and daily and
completed areas have not been properly compacted and covered with at least
two feet of sunitable cover material and in a mammer to allow for effective
snrface water drainage, and effective wzans have noil heen taken to control
flies, rodents, insects and other vermin. .

Based upon the foregoing and according to the Fart 360 NYCRR, the
Conservation Law of the State of New York and the Public Health Law of the
Statce of New York and the power invested to me by same, you are hereby Ordered:

I. TIAT on or before April 12, 1974 to submit to me for review
and approval engineering plans, reports and specifications
showing the suitability of the present site for refuse disposal
and how the proposed method of operation will conform to all
applicable laws and rnles and regulations and procedures for
proper management and operation of a sanitary landfill.
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II. 'THAT on or before March 22, 1071 to properly compact all
existing exposed refvse and cover in a satisfactory manner.

III. THAT on or before March 29, 1974 to properly cover. grade
and seed all completed areas. Covering is to be done
with an acceptable cover material other 1han the cover
that iu presently used.

IV, THAT immediately upon receipt of this order to confine
all refuse dumping to an area vhich can be effectively
maintained and operated and to properly compact and
cover all refuse daily.

V. TIAT there is to be no further expansion of the disposal
site until approval has becn granted to do so by this
Department and the New York State Department of Environ-
mental Conservation.

VI. THAT immediately upon receipt of this Order to take effective
means to control and eliminate any rodent, insect and vermin
problems.

Please Be Advised that after review by this Department of said engincer-
ing plans, reports and spceifications, you will be so notified of their upproval
or disapproval.

3¢ Turther Advised that vpon vour failure to abide by this Order, the
Commissioner of Health according to the Public Health Law of the State of New
York may assess penalties against you in the maximun of five hundred dollars
(500.00) for violation of the Crdexr, the penalties being applied for each day

vou are in violation and may erter upon the premises to vwhich said Order

relates and suppress or remove the nuisances or other matters. The expense
of suppression or removal of o nuisance or conditions detrimental to health
shall be paid by the owner or occupant of the premises, or by the person who
caused or maintained such nuisance or other matters.

Any variance request to the above noted schedule must be substantiated

in writing, -, . A
[ [ / "/""'/ g7
4 _' i iy i
. bl (4 _l K MY - "'/"\
~' % Ll

Duted: March 5, 1974 Stephun R, ‘Péamond H’D. =
Comuissioner of llealth
Ioughkcepsie, N.Y. County of Dutchess

o7 FA
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l | " [ CONSTRUCTION

NLW YORK STATE DLPAKTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION L7

~Undeg ihe Enviroamental Conservation Law, Article 27, Title 7, Part 360

[X] INITIAL ISSUE
[ RENEWAL

. ANV WO, ~

. 0547 717
CIPMATION OATE

O sessun.  HEPERDIL A1I-3

) MODIFICATION -

: [X] OPERATION
I 1SSUED TO

Town of Dover

ADDRESS OF  P] easant Ridge Road
wingdale, N.Y.

TELEPHONE NO.
914-832-6839

2594

O ATION OF PROJECT

Environmental Conservation Regional Office

202 Mamaroneck Ave.

own County
l Dover ‘ Dutchess Region #3 - White Plains, NY 10601
LCRIPTION OF PROJECT . ON-SITE SUPERVISOR
gfill George Medcalf

-

1. The permitiee shall file in the office of the Environmental Conser-
vation Region specified above, a nolice on intention to commence
work at least 48 hours in advance of the time of commencement and
shall also notify said office promptly in writing of the completion
of the work,

. The permitted work shall be subject to inspection by an authorized
representative of the Depariment of tnvironmental Conscrvation who
may order the work suspended if the public interest so requires.

~

(™)

. As a condition of the issuance of this permit, the applicant has ac-
cepted gxptessly, by the execution of the application, the fyll lega!
responsibility for all damages, duect or indirect, of whatever nature,

GENERAL CONDITIONS

4, Al work carried out under this permit shall conform to the approved
plans and specifications, Any amendments mus! be approved by the
Department of Environmental Conservation prior 1o their implemen-
tation. '

5. The permitiee is responsible for obtaining any other permits, ap-
povals, easememts and rights-of-way which may be required for
this project.

6. By acceplance of this permit, the permitiee astees_’ihal ¢ oimit s
contingent upon strict compliance with I:qu"360 and the special
conditions. Any vatiances granted by the Departmeni of Environmental
Conservation to Part 360 must be in wrting-and attached hereto,

-’ .. Ay . M

No further horizontal expansion
take place.

An operating plan should be £

o

I AN R N N AE & EE am

assist the operator. \

State Department of

‘(a) Section 360.8(a)(12):

provided.

maintenance and repair.

personnel shall be provided for the facility.
sanitary toilet facilities, and telephone or radio communication shall be

2nd by whomever suffered, arising out of the project described herein ;
and has agreed !0 indemnify and save harmiess the Slate from suils, (T‘, B et
actions, damages and costs of every name and descriplion resulting N o SR
from the sasd project. i N
o ,\"
SPECIAL CONDITIONS e

The Town of Dover Landfill is to accegpt only residential and commercial‘ refuse. The
landfill will not accept abandoned cars, liquid or chemical wastes, sludges, pathogenmic,

explosive or other types of hazardoys wastes.

~

Sand and gravel is not to be used as tover material.

eyond the present boundaries of the landfill is to

Slopes are to be maintained af a maximum grade of 1 vertical to 3 horizontal.

lated within six (6) months to conform with the approved
plans and specifications. (’{l:j plan should include on-site guidance and grade stakes to

During the life of the landfiill, an anmnual report shall be submitted to the New York
vIronmental Conservation, Region 3 Office, including as a
minimum, volume of wagte processed, remaining capacity and information to demonstrate

that the landfill i okerhting in conformance with approved plans and specifications.

A variance from the follewing sections of Part 360, 6NYCRR is granted:
Adequately heated and lighted shelters for operating

A safe drinking water supply,

(b) Section 360.8(a)(14): Shelter for mobile equipment shall be provided for routine

SUE DATE ISSUING OFFICER

T N R A s

SIGNATURE
X
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS

No later than six (6) months prior to completion
closure plan shall be subritted to the New York

Conservation, Region 3 Office. ~

of the landfill site, a detailed
State Dept. of Environmental
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May 14, 1979

Mr. Augustine O'Neill, Supervisor
Town of Dover

Pleasant Ridge Road

wingdale, New York 12594

Re: Town of Dover Solid Waste
Management Facility

Dear Supervisor O'Neill:

This will confirm the results of our meeting and joint inspection
of your landfill on May 11, 1979. The following items refer to

items on the attached Pacility Inspection Report:

(1) Leachate stains were visible at varicus points
around the periphery of the site. It was agreed
that these areas will be packed with impervious
material and seeded to prevent the persistence of
this problem.

(7), (11), (23), (24), (25), (27), (28): These items all
relate to the fact that the equipment on-site has been
down for repair, and the rubber-tired front end loader
used in the interior is not adequate. In the future,
you are strongly urged to rent an adequate replacement

bulldozer for compaction and covering.

(8) Refuse protrudes at various places on the site. It was
agreed that the operator will dress-up these areas when
the new cover material arrives on site.

(10) Be advised that, as discussed, the first sauwple schecked
at the Polumbo gravel bank and the second sample checked
at the Vincent Farm are acceptable to replace the anacceptable
sand presently used for cover. The sample at Vincent Farm

is preferable.
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Your prompt attention in correcting the enumerated problems is appreciated.
Should you have any questions, please call the writer at 485 - 9707.

Very truly yours,
Jack R. Hill,
Public Health Administrator

by:
Robert J. Vrana,

Asst. Public Health Engr.
jrh/rjv/1b Div. of Environ. Health Services

«teptable
~«cent Farm
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April 4, 1980

Mr. Augustine O'Neill, Supervisor
Town of Dover

Pleasant Ridge Road

Wingdale, N.Y. 12594

Re: Town of Dover
Solid Waste Management Facility

Dear Mr. O'Neill:

Attached is a copy of & Facility Inspection Report for an inspection
of your landfill conducted April 4, 1980. As indicated in this
report and the previcus imspection report of March 27, 1980, very
significant operational problems have developed, the most serious
being the quality of cover material and the subsequent problems
caused.. by this material relative to proper daily cover.

In addition to these listed violations of Part 860, "Solid Waste
Management Facilities" your attention is directed to Special Condi-
tions #2, #4 and {5 of your Permit to Operate, issued April 20, 1979,
It is apparent from the two referenced impections that the 'l'o'am of
Dover is in direct violation of these special conditions, conditions
which the Town had agreed ¢o prior to issuance of this permit. -

Accordingly, it is requested that a meeting be held at the site among

yoursslf, the site operator, Ellis Adams and the writer, both of this -

Department, and the site engineer Ronald Friedman. Please call the
writer once a mutually convenient date for the Town and Mr. Friedman
heve been established. i -
Very truly yours,
o Jack R, Hill,
.. Public Health Administrator

‘Robert J. Vrena, .

Asst. Public Health Eng'r o
jrh/eiv/1b Div. of Emviron. Health Sexrvices
ee: E, Adams o -

:
//'7’31




§ REGION ASVID TEREIY NAME TOCATION A
NEW YORK STATE ‘ o T
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION - ﬂgy&'& M/Vaf/ Ll 7 . ﬂave?t‘- BRRS.
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT : id
B  FACILITY INSPECTION REPORT PERSONS INTERVIEWED & TITLES - L '
3 S - - fo Fmer 5 /re. Ofcm, A

1. Leachate is entering surface water. g m 5.

2. Leachate is known to be contravening groundwater standards, - : COEy b C '-: e .

:U;:;::“ ts being placed into water, SITE smcu/comwrs (additional sheets attached (JYES () nm

4. Refusd |s burning without permll or pot under permit condnlons. - . T : . . . .
5, There is evidence of unapproved previous burning. - ( sef W@ . “m rm—' 3
COVER o 2 ; \.

6. Previous days refuse is not covered, )

7. Refuse Is protruding through daily, Inter;nedlatawflnal cover. - f‘t @UﬂNl&(, ,4;@' Coﬂ/ﬂqlﬁd ﬂém M[

8. Intermediate or final cover Is not in place or improperly applled,

GRADING . Towr. Mo APPT Fot iul wow ¢ T 17° m
9, Depressions, ponding, cracked cover, hote Mueﬂ? f mﬂ ¢od 6 W mﬁﬂw
f 10, Vegetative cover is missing or Imdmm ¢
&1 11, Soil erosion or other drainage problems exist. B leFyse ﬂ'WT l‘,.f w /”m M “he
SEPARATION DISTANCES ‘ . . % f 7 8. S q"
E 12, Refuse Is closer than 50 feet to site boundaries, . CovexXEh wWTy A l'//wﬁllm or Ineds
|y |
=
E
—
™
b
o1
-

~

g
i

2 vaL
Lh.'? &

L g
'.‘ X 1)‘;
I

| 13. Refuse Is being placed less than 5 feet above groundwater or bedrock.

| 14. Refuse is being placed too close to surface water, . Sy g€ Col ﬁm#ﬂ. lf7 e 8*0 f
15, Odos are detectable o site, 5 enen wolkewis OAY, oL

[

16. Blowing dust or dirt Is a nuisance, h Leon e

17, Papers apesmsontoolg o are Diowing olt-site. o [' #7: Sowe A’/ﬂes‘wfﬁ Mﬂb m,v.- ]" Wi

to be leaving the site,

| 19. Nolse,is 2 nolsance off-site. I W ﬂc,ﬂ, o 3 /f“’ '*"Wﬂ"—- ;fj‘;-,:“.*'
 OPERATION CONTEOL ' RSP
20, Operation Permit conditions are being violated, (List viulations) # 7 !‘—M ﬂme/.s wvcowmm - M

21, Refuse Is not sufficlently confined or controlled, N SRR
22, Refuse is spread in layers thicker than 2 feet, /0&/(,/06- SN S ."” s

p,-,,u ;.

23, Refuse I3 not compacted or compacted insufficiently,
| 24. The working face height is greater than 10 feet,

4 R
25, Equipment on the site is not adequate for ptoper opesation, p;y dﬂ"ﬁ ”mﬂ;/ﬂ, I; fﬂ”ﬂo /le'- 'z

REMARKS
ANEREESRNE R RN E NN NN RN R NN

13 | 14 TIME 17

HINTHENGE

RANAL L1111

SAFETY AND HEALTH ‘ . - o T A
26, Salvaging is uncontrolled or is creating a nulsance, ‘ /’(c f’/rﬂﬁt&' g Coe N

3637138

DATE

27. Rodents, insects, birds, or other vecters are not controlled, a e e

28. Unsafe conditlons or equipment exist, (List items) ~ . ‘
ACCESS CONTROL 3539 m'cztzfmﬂ— orv ﬁm;um«. &wm 'ﬂw

29, Access to the site is Improper, unsaft, or inadequately controlled, , J ﬂg—

30, The site Is open without an attendant, ; o/l /w#g P!Lf/ /V ol “’S

| 31, Information about the site is rot posted. (e.g.; hours of aperation) :
32, Access to the aperating area is poor or unsafe,

.

2 FACILITY NO. 7 |8

S P ‘?;“Elgncmr;lléd Ie&hate is vlslMe on, or near the site, - . # ‘2" VIO(,/V 77 ”j GP SP&”’" Q”av ”"“

34, The quality of caver material is inadequate.

35, The working face ig steeper than a 3 to 1 slope.

36. Mmonitoring wells are not operative,

37. Unapproved wastes have been deposited since last Inspection,
E 38, Operator Is unfamiliar with site boundaries, operation plan or permit’

R conditions. .
Qu " MARK BOXES WITH “X’’ ONLY IF ANSWER [S YES
VT . : INSPECTORS COFY

1 (] Delete
22

2 [} Add
3 7] Change

TRANS. TYPE

1 TVIPE‘
|

0 CARD 21

'
|




) o CRAIMED &V,

r;CAHO POLLUTION
25 Post Road

L

_ COUNTY OF pusCaiess I
POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORX 12401

Poughkeepsie, New York 12602

s @

’

CONTROL, INC.

_J

f SEND CLAW FORM TO ABOVE

81CeneD SO8 AUDIT

APPROP

[l{4
mmc'n' o‘m
VENDOR

EPARTMINTAL CERTVICATION Of COODS
8 SEavICES PECEVED.

j .

CONTAACT NO.

APPROVING AUTHORITY

v

Y
LN

e Tped e ema. | F°
DOVER PLAINS SAMPLES .
e

S on

[ N ' . .
The foilowing charge is*for the laboratory dnalysis
of three (3) samples received on December 17, 1980
and analyzed for Chloride, pH, TOC, Spec. Conductan
0il/Grease, Phenol, PCB 1248’ 1254, 1260, ‘Iron,
Chrome, Chrome + 6, Lead, Mercury, Cadmium,

This report was written %jar{héry
was 'signed by John P. Dullaghan.
. o ’ ) . ¢ .

3L, 1980, and

¢

<

Y

° :
e

DESCRIPTION .

. . . ] . . ﬁ°ﬁ
2

o)

I
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cmatuamy,
o

T

$612.90
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DUTCHESS COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT ’
F%EE(::ED /@9£l
MEMORANDUM FEG - oMY

v

DU ] CQL. i
HEALTH DEFPT.

TO: J. R. Hill

FROM: y, g, Capowski &JJC

SUBJECT:  Radiological Search, Town of Dover Landfill
DATE: February 4, 1982

On this date FEllis Adams and I met with Town of Dover Councilman
George Morse and Town of Dover Landfill operator Ed Finley to radiologically
search an area of the landfill that received a trash shipment from a hospital
in Westchester County or Connecticut. The search was made with an Eberline
PRM-6 Pulse Rate Meter having a SPA-3 Scintillation Probe Assembly. The re-
sult of the search was negative for radiological material.

There is in the Town of Dover landfill, another area of concern to
Mr. Morse that was not searched due to excessive mud. This area will be examined
as soon as the ground becomes either frozen or dry. You will be advised of my
findings at that time. The landfill operator has been instructed not to disturb
this area until it is checked.

WSC:bal
cc:  E. Adams
D. Ruff

DC: ADM 7
HD - 131



DUTCHESS COU:NTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
- ’

TO: J. R. Hil

FROM: w. S. Capo R
SUBJECT: Town of’Dover Land-Fill
DATE: February 18, 1982

A radiological search was completed on the remaining area
of the Town of Dover Landfill as described in my memo of 2/4/82.
Today's search was negative for radiological material.

WSC:bal

cc:  E. Adams
D. Ruff

DC: ADM 7
HDA0!
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DUTCHESS COUNTY KIALTE DTPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM

T0: Ed Cassidy o
“ /

FROM: Ellis W. Adams Ep%/
SUBJECT: T. Dover Closed Landfill

DATE: November 2, 1984

In June 1983, the Dover landfill closed to the public. Since
that time, this Department has been endeavoring to get the

site properly closed.

We have not been successful. We have contacted, by phone,
Otto Sprossel, Supervisor, several times with nothing being
done.

_Besides our responsibilities, we have received several com-
plaints from the property owners, Helen and Leo Mastrochetti

(832-6146 after 4 p.m.) from whom the Town leased the site.
Their complaints are relative to the site not having been

l closed properly.
Mr. Sprossel's addréss is: High View Drive, Wingdale, 12594.
l Home phone: 832-6243; work phone 832-6611.

I woulé like to recommend, rather than legal action, a threat-
ening letter with deadline for action or DEC will follow with

legal action.

EWA:ds
cc: file

DC:ADM 7
HD 131
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§ . FINAL REPORT
WATER RESOURCES STUDY FOR DUTCHESS COUNTY

for

%I ) Dutchess County Department of Planning

by

Robert G. Gerber
Consulting Civil Engineer and Geologist
Ash Point Road
South Harpswell, Maine 04079

June 1982
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TABLE 7--ALLOWABLE RESIDENTIAL DENSITIES FOR HOMES ON SEPTIC TANKS AS LIMITED BY }
WATER QUALITY IMPACTS |

Geologic Soil Type Natural Allowable Allowable
Unit Recharge Dwellings Acres per
Code Rate Per Acre Dwelling

8 thin sand ang gravel 0.74 gpm/acre 1.6 0.6
g thick sand ang gravel 0.93 gpm/acre 2.0 0.5 ,
b thin 80il over rock 0.55 gpm/acre 0.75 1.3
t thick silty till 0.17 gpm/acre 0.4 2.7
1 lacustrine clay-silt 0.12 gpm/acre 0.25 4.0

|
FORMULA PFOR CALCULATING ALLOWABLE DENSITIES:

= Co.xqg_xad
Cnitrate Cb t s 8 )

q

Cnitrate 18 the resultant concentration of nitrate-nitroqen in ground

water as a result of subsurface Sewage disposal systems;
maximum acceptable = 10 mg/1

Cb is the background concentration of nitrate-nitrogen in ground water,

which is equal to about 0.25 mg/1 (parts per million) in a
forested area

CB is the concentration of nitrate-nitrogen in se
that reach the ground water = 30 mg/1
9; is the average leachfield discharge rate per dwelling, which isg equal
q
d

R S S P g Ruwte: W ont—

to 70% of 300 gallons per day or 0.15 gallons per minute
is the rate of natursl ground water recharge, averaged over the year
is the allowable housing density in dwellings

per acre which is derived
algebraically
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BEDROCKX AQUIFER INDEX - WATER RESOURCES PLANNING, DUTCHESS COUNTY, WY

Carbonate Rocks (AQUIFER NOS. 40-81)

SYMBOL BEDROCK FORMATION ROCK TYPES
Oba Balmville Limestone .
oew Wappinger Group Limestone, Dolostone, Shale
Ow Copake Limestone, Dolostone, Siltstone
ew Briarcliff/Pine Plains polostone, Shale, Oolite
€s stissing polostone, Shale
Oo€st Stockbridge Marble

BEDROCK AQUIFER NUMBERS and ASSOCIATED ROCK TYPE SYMBOLS

40 Oew; minor Oba 66 Ow, €w
41 O€w 67 Oba, Ow
42 O€ew 68 Oba
43 O€w 69 Oba
44 O€w 70 Oba

45 O€w; minor Oba 71 Oba

46 Oew; minor Oba i 72 Oba
47 O€ew:; minor Oba 73 O€est
48 O€w 74 Oest
49 Oew 75 Oest
S0 Oéew 76 O€st
51 O€w; minor Oba 77 Oest
52 Oéew 78 Oest
53 oew 79 Oe€st
54 O€w 80 Oest
55 oOéew 81 Oest
56 O€w; minor Oba

57 ?20ba?

60 Oba, &w

6l Ow, &w

62 e€s

63 Ow, &w, €s
64 €w, €s

65 Ow, &w

Page 3 of 6
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66 SOIL SURVEY SERIES 1939, NO. 23

The soil is best suited to pasture or to a 5- or 6-year rotation con-
sisting of at least 4 years oF hay and not more than 1 year of inter-
tilled crops. Alfalfa is well suited and should be included in seedin
mixtures for long-term hay. Birdsfoot trefoil may prove equally well
suited to hay mixtures and better suited to pastures. The lime re-
quirement of the soil is low, but crops respond to phosphorus.

Dover fine sandy loam, ledgy rolling phase (5-15% slopes)
(Dc? ~—DMany outcrops of crystalline limestone characterize this very
shallow soil that developed from shallow deposits of glacial till and
materials weathered from the underlying crystalline iiimestone bed-
rock. The principal rock constitutent of the glacial till is crystalline
limestone, which weanthers easily into a fine sandy loam. Other rock
materials present in smaller quantity are schist, quartzite, slate, and
gneiss,

The soil occurs on low hills and knolls that seldom rise more than
100 feet above the floor of the Harlem Valley. The relief is
uneven. White sand is common on the surface where a rock outero
is disintegrating. Where the surface of an outcrop joins the soi
several inches of disintegrating sandy material lie upon the soil
Both surface and internal drainage are .

Beneath a pasture sod, the surface soil 1s a dark coffee-brown mellow
or flufly finely granular fine sandy loam, neutral or alkaline, well
penetrated with grass roots, and about 9 inches thick. From 9 down
to 17 inches, the subsoil is strongly alkaline, mellow, brown fine sandy
loam. Below 17 inches to a depth of 21 inches the subsoil is light
yellowish-brown fine sandy loam that is friable, mellow, and slightly
calcareous. Below 21 inches and extending to 26 inches is strongly
calcareous very light-gray fine sand, which rests on the crystalline
limestone bedrock. Roots penetrate all layers but are most abundant
in the surface soil.

The soil varies chiefly in depth. Outcrops of the underlying
limestone are numerous, but in pockets between them the average
depth of soil is about 24 inches. Nevertheless, the layers of bedrock
are tilted on edge, and in pockets between outcrops the soil may be
as much as 4 feet deep. The soil is moderately eroded in most areas.
A few small included areas have been severely eroded.

Use and management.—The cultivated areas of this soil are shal-
low but contain fewer outcrops than normal for the entire soil. They
are used principally for hay grown in rotation with corn and oats.

From 10 to 12 tons of manure and 300 to 400 pounds of 20-percent
superphosphate an acre are usually applie,d for corn, and 150 to
200 pounds of superﬁhosphate for oats. Timothy, red ciover, and al-
falfa, the principal hay erops, are maintained from 3 to 5 years and
then pastured 1 or 2 years before plowing. Top dressings of manure
are sometimes applied to hay crops to maintain the stands longer.
The soil is inclined to be droughty. Yields vary with the quantity of
rainfall during the growing season. Cultivable areas like these are
tzxtiegtign)s; the soil normally cannot be cultivated and is pastured
Pl 3, 4).

Permanent pasture is generally good during early spring and very

poor after July 15, Canada and lKer}tucky ,bluegrasses, redtop,

ol wild sodittm AT icoma e Ty

DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK 67

aster, wild carrot, and other weeds grow in the poorest pastures, and
some brushy growth of hardhack, redcedar, and hawthorn is en-
croaching. Pastures need phosphorus but no lime.

The forests are young, and the stands are irregular. Redcedar,
usually the dominant tree, occurs with some gray and white birches,
locust, hard maple, und wild cherry. Redcedar and brush soon invade
idle areas.

Dover fine sandy loam, ledgy hilly phase (15-30% slopes)
(DB).—More strongly sloping and hilly areas associated with the
ledgy rolling phase are occupied by this soil. The relief is irregular.
Outcrops of distintegrating white limestone are conspicuous and
somewhat more numerous than on less steeply sloping phases of Dover
fine sandy loam. About 25 percent of this soil has been severely
eroded ; the rest, moderately eroded. The light fluffy surface soil, the
shallowness of the rofile, and the irregularity of relief makes danger
of erosion great. Cultivation is extremely difficult and usually results
in serious loss of soil. o

The profile in moderately eroded areas is similar to that of the }
rolling phase. The surface soil in severely eroded areas is com
principally of subsoil material; it is light brown and about 8 inches
thick. The subsoil, a light yellowish-brown fine sandy loam, extends
to & depth of 12 inches. Below 12 inches lies a 4- or 5-inch layer of
disintegrated bedrock, a light-gray fine sand that rests on the solid
white limestone.

Use and management.—This soil is mostly in pasture and forest.
Pasture is good in the spring but poor in summer. The blu
redtop and wild white clover sods are usually heavy. About a
fourth of the pasture is on eroded areas, and erosion is still active in
places. Light applications of manure or Fhosphate would probably
improve the pasture so it could hold the soil, but most pastures are not
fertilized. The soil is droughty, and in dry seasons the vegetation is
severely damaged. The forest is young and consists of the same
species as are on the ledgy rolling phase.

Dover fine sandy loam, ledgy steep phase (30-45% slo))es)
(Dp).—This soil has steep irregular slopes and many outcrops of the
underlying rock. Areas vary from 2 to 70 acres in size.

The profile in the moderately eroded areas (65 percent of the phase)
is generally similar to that of the ledgy rollmg_‘). ase but thinner over
begle'ock in most places. The present surface soil in pastures is about §
inches deep and grayish brown. Beneath the surface soil is about 8
inches of light yellowish-brown friable fine sandy loam subsoil, which
rests at a de ﬂ)" of about 8 inches on very light-gray fine sand from
disintegrated limestone. The solid bedrock normally occursat = "8
of 10 to 15 inches. L. N .

Use and m ement.—Under forest this soil appears to b ¢, i-
lized; slips develop only where forest is pastured. This sox]\\ st
used for forest in most places. Redcedar comes in rapidly an ® e
dominant species. Gray and white birches, white pine, black 3,
and maple are also present. The forest is all young, whichir.. s
that the soil was probably cleared at one time. Erosion is active in
maat pBnstnree The sod 1@ nat haave eanoneh to hold the anil* enefoca
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44 80IL SURVEY SERIES 1039, NO. 23

Use and management.—Cultivated areas of these soils are used and
managed much like the associated better drained soils such as Hoosic
gravelly loam, nearly level and undulating phases. A few areas are
used for orchards, however, and alfalfa is not commonly used in the
hay seedings. A timothy-redtop-alsike mixture, or timothy alone, is
most commonly sown for hay. Yields are not much lower than those
on the Hoosic soil. Vegetables are grown successfully on some areas.

Old hay meadows are frequently used for pasture and give fair to
good yields of timothy, clover, and redtop, together with some weeds,
plaintain, devils-paintbrush, and wild strawberry. A few old pas-
tures are run-out and poor and supgort man%]v;veeds and some timothy,
redtof), poverty oatgrass, and c&u;mc grass, e few forested areas are
mainly in elm, tulip-popular, hard and soft maples, and black bircl.

The chief management needs of these soils are use of lime and phos-
phorus and planting of hay mixtures that include a long-lived legume,
such as Ladino clover, that will tolerate imperfect drainage.

Carlisle muck (0-2% slopes) (Ca).—Most of this deep alkaline
muck occurs in the limestone or calcareous sandstone areas or along
streams flowing from the limestone regions. Probably the largest
areas are those along the Swamp River in the southeastern part of the
county. These may be 120 to 185 acres in size but are usually 30 to
45 acres. The mineral soil in the muck came chiefly from limestone
or caleareous sandstone.

The upper 14 inches is black friable granular slightly acid well-
decomposed organic material. Below 14 inches to a epth of 28
inches the muck is very dark brown, lumpfy, and weakly acid to neu-
tral, Below 28 inches down to depths of 3 or 4 feet occurs brown
partly decomposed sedge and woody peat, somewhat mottled and
slightly alkaline. Beneath the peat are bluish-gray fine sandy loams
or silts that are alkaline, firm, and friable.

Included with Carlisle muck are a few small areas, 2 to 10 acres
{)n size, ff alkaline muck that are comparatively shallow and underlain

y marl.

Use and management.—The small cultivated areas of this soil are
ditched and used mainly for corn. The forested areas su port mainly
hardwoods. If areas of this muck could be adequately Srained, they
would be among the most productive and valuable in the county.
Outside this county Carlisle muck is used intensively for such high
value crops as celery, onions, carrots, and other vegetables. To date,
adequate drainage of most areas in this county has not been feasible.

Chagrin silt loam (0-3% slopes) (Co).—This is the most extensive
soil of the Chagrin series. It occurs throughout the county. Small
areas (2 to 15 acres) are in the western part of the county in the
region where the soils have developed chiefly from glacial drift
containing relatively large amounts of calcareous sandstone materials,
They occur in the lake-plain region and in the smaller limestone
valleys. In Harlem Valley the areas are nerally larger (5 to 40
acres). The soil occurs on mnearly level first bottoms adjacent to
streams. It is well-drained, alkaline in the subsoil, slightly acid to
medium acid at the surface, and suited to most crops commonly grown
in the county.

DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK

The surface soil to a depth of 11 inches in cultivated fial
brown, friable, and of fine granular or crumb structure:
slight grayish-brown cast when dry and a medium orgm
content. lgrom 11 down to 24 inches is a lighter brown to :
brown friable silt loam of good crumb structure. Down to
the soil is slightly to medium acid and has an abundance
The subsoil below 24 and continuing to a depth of 36 inche:
friable light silt loam that breaks up into large irregular
that are soft, friable, and alkaline. Below 8 inches are
brown stratified sands and gravel that are firm in place, stn
and alkaline. Roots are present throughout the profile
abundant at depths of less than 12 inches. The %raymh-hro
fied sands and gravel occur at the normal water level of th
streams.

Use and management—Approximately 56 percent of C}.
loam is cultivated, and 30 percent is pastured. Although
areas are potentiai cultivated land, they are usually small
erally are associated with soils less well suited to cultivat
vegetation in the forested areas consists mainly of elm, sc
oaﬁ, sycamore, willow, hickory, and basswood. Some ha
white and black ash, and birch are also present.

The cultivated areas are used intensively for corn, oats,
and in some areas for vegetables. Regular rotations are not
Many farms use no fertilizer because the soil is sufficiently

roduce good yields. Manure is usually applied for corn or
gmall quantities of commercial fertilizer are used on the sms
in vegetables (sweet corn, beans, tomatoes, beets, and carrot
seedings include timothy, timotily and red clover, or alfal
et,abledyields are high, especially where adequate commerciel
is used.

Most of the pasture is rotated with tilled crops, but
fourth is permanent. Pasture vegetation includes wild wh
Canada and Kentucky bluegrasses, timothy, red clover,
percentages of Txackgmss and other weeds. The pasture
well grazed, well managed, and more productive for & gn
of the summer than that on most other soils.

Chagrin gravelly loam, alluvial fan phase (2-5% slopes
This inextensive soil occurs principally in the eastern
county along the edge of the major valleys where the stre
the steeper uplands enter. It is usually in fan-sheped :
narrow end of each area 1qoinl:ing upstream. Texture is vs
is lighter and more gravelly at the narrow end of the fan an
at the mouth, Inasmuch as the channels of these i "
shallow, the soil is subject to more frequent flooring t] % }
loam. Relief is gently sloping from the narrow end o < k
the tip, and drainage is good. R {

The soil profile s similar to that of Chagrin silt | ?
the lighter texture of the surface soil and the preser ~>
all parts. The soil is also more open and porous througuu
fertile. The apparent organic content of the surface so
Surface and internal drainage are . The soil is slkal
average depth of 24 inches, Included are few areas in th
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PAGE 68 ’

D B0 COMMURITY WATER SVSTEM
Munisipal Community
] Amenia Weter District §7. . . . . . .1000.
2 Annandale Water Company. , . , . . . 1008.
3 Atlas water Y. . . . . . . . . 1300.
4 Beacon City (See also No 3
Putnam Co). . . . . . ... .. . .5000,
9 Beekman Country Cfub. . ., . . . . . . 300,
6 Brettview Acres Water-Company. . . . .920.
T Brinkerhoff Water Campany. . . . 3500.
8 Centra! Wappinger Improvement Area. .1800.
9 Deerfield Estates Water District. 900
10 Dogwood Knolis. ., . ., . , . ., . . . . 600.
11 Dover Plains Water Company. . . . . ,1500.
12 Dover Ridge fstates. . . . . . . . . . 60.
13 Dutchess Estates Inc. . . . . . . . . 700.
14 Fishkill Village. . . , . . . . . . .6000
15 Fleatwood Manor Water District. . . 850,
16 Grandview Water District. . . . . . . 160,
17 Greenfie!d Water District. . . . . . 1250,
18 Greenmeadow Park Water Company. . 350.
19 Harbourd Hills Water Company Inc. . 900.
20 Hopegard, Inc. . . . . . . . . . . 275
21 Hopewel! Services Inc, . , . . . .900
22 Hyde Park Fire & Water District. 4000.
23 Kensington Park Water Company, . 65.
24 La Grange Club Estates, . . . . . 120.
25 Little Switzeriand Weter Company, 600.
26 Millbrook Village. , . . ., . . . 1735.
27 Mjlterton Viilage. , . . . . . . . 1600.
28 Noxon Knolls Water District. . . . .250.
29 Oskwood Knolls., . . , . . . . . . . 310.
30 Pawling vitlage. . . . . . . . . . . 2000,
31 Pine Plains Water Company. . . . . 1060.
32 Pinewood Knotis. . . . . . . . . . .265.
33 Poughkeepsie City. . . . . . . . . .30000.
34 Quaker Hill Estates Water District. . 424y,
35 Red Hook Village, . . ., . . . . . . .2000.
36 Revere Park Water Company. . - . . .560.
37 Rhinebeck Viliage. . . . . . . . . . 4200.
38 Rockingham Farms. . . . , . . . . . .3000.
39 RokebyjHomes, inc. , ., . . , . . . . 184,
40 Schreiber Water Works, . . . . . . . 110,
41 Shorehaven C.vic Association, . . . . 30o0.
42 South Cross Road Water Company Inc. . 572,
43 Staatsburgh Water Company. . . . . . 1072.
44 Taconic Estetes. . . . . . . . . . . .185.
45 Tal) Trees. . . . . . _ .. . . .. 250.
46 Titusvilie Water District. . . . . . . 700.
47 Tivoli vitiage. . , . ., . . . . . . . 713
48 Vailey Dale Water Company, . . . . . ,380.
49 Wappinger Park Homes. , . . . P 400,
50 Wappingers Falis Viilage. . . . . . .5300.
5) Witlow Lake Water Company. . . . 126.
52 Windermere Mighlands. . . . . . . . . 375.
Hon-Rlunicipal Community
53 Angets Trailer Park., . . . . e+« . . WO,
54 Arbor Arms Apartments. e e e . . 50.
55 Arvans Mobite Court #1, , . . . .. . W72,
56 Bard Cotlege. . . . . . . . . . . N&
57 Beckwith Yralter Park, ., . . . ., .7.°. 26.
58 BGB Mobile Home Park. . . . . . _ . . 137,
59 Birchwood Mobile Home Park. . . . . . 42,
60 Brooks Mobite Home Park. . . . . . - . 25,
61 Cannons Trailer Park. . . . . . . . . .16,
62 Canterbury Garden Apasrtments. 600.
63 Cedar Hollow Mobile Home Park. © 90.
64 Cedar Lane Mobile Home Park #2. . . . .28.
65 Chartlotte Grove Mobile Trailer Park, .110.
66 Chateau Hyde Park Home for Aduits. 120.
67 Chelsea Ridge Apartments. - .« . .1800.
68 Clove Branch Apartments. . . . - e . . 19,
69 Catonial Maples Trailer Park. .30.
10 Cooper Road Trailer Park. . . . . . .35,
11 Cove View Apartments. . . e e e e .48,
712 Daytop Viilage. . , . . . e e e .70,
73 Dutch Garden Apartments. . . . . . -450.
74 Outchess Trailer Park., . . . . 30.
15 East Mountain Trailer Park. ., . .28.
16 Eleanor Roosevelt. , . . . . . . . .200.
17 Elliott Apartments. . . . . . . v e 0 W36,
78 Ennis Mobile Home Park. , . . . s .. .92,
79 Feller Traiter Court. . . . . . . . .60.
80 Fieldside Apartments. . ., . . . . .50.
81 Fishkill Park Apartments. . . . . . 240,
82 Frantoni vittas, , . . , . . . . . 50,
83 Gerhard P Stoetzel. T . {+
84 Green Haven Correctional Facility. . NA.
85 Green Meadow Tralier Court, [N A4,
86 Greer School. , , . ., e e e e . 300.
87 Hariem Vaitey Psychiatric Center. . 1200.
88 Havitand Apartments, . , . , . . . 100.
89 Haviland Mobile Home Park [ A P 11T
90 Haviland Mobile Home Park f2. . ... .29.

Helils
Welis
.Wells

POPULATION SOURCE

+Mt. Beacon & Melzinga Reservoirs,
s

We )
Hells
Wells
Hells
Hells
Meils
HWells
.Wells
.Wells
.Welis
Wells
Helts
.Wells
Wells
Wells
Hetlltls
.Hetls
.Wells

.Crum Eibow Creek, Wells

Wells
.Wells
Hetils
Hells
HWells
Wells
.Wells

{(Infiltration Gallery)

.Pawling Reservoir, Wells

Mells
.Hells

.Hudsen River

.Wellis
Helts
.wWeits

.Hudson River

.Wells
Helts
Hells
.Wells
Hetis

(Infiltration Gallery)

.Indian Kill Reservoir, Wells

.HWelis
.Heilsg
.Hells
.Welis
.Wells
Welils
wells
Hellis
.Wells

Wetits
Wells
Wells
. Sawki
.Wells
Weils
.Wells
.Welis
Mells
.Weilis
.Wells
.HWells
.Hells
.Hetllis
.Wells
.Wells
Wells
.Wells
Hells
Melils
Wells
Wells
Hells
.Welis
.HWells
.Hells
.Wells
Wells
.Wejis
.Wells
Welis

Il Creek

Reservoir

.Wells
Wells
. Swamp
Helts
.Helis
.Wells

River

iD 8o
Hon-Municipal Community

33
COMMUMITY WATER SYSTEM

Hivu, . ., ., ., .. ... .
Hickory Hill Mobile Home Park.
Hidden Ho)low Apartments., . , .
Hidden valley Mobile Court. . .
High Mesdows Park inc. . , . .
Hoffman Traiter Park. , o .
Hudson River Psychiatric Center
Hudson View Water Works., . .
Hyde Park Mobile Msnor Estates.
Hyde Park Terrace Apartments.
Kent Hollow Apartments. .
Kommel Trailer Park, . , . .
Lake £11is Mobile Home Park.
Lake Lodges Apartments. . . . .
Lake Watton Park. , ., . . . . .
Lakeview Mobile Home Park. . .
Lamplight Court Mobile Estates.
Ledges Apartments, . . . . . .
Little Falls Trailer Park. , , |
M and D Mob:le Home Park. . . .
Maple Lane Trailer Park, ., , . |
May Lane Mobile Park, . . . . .
Maynards Mobite Manor. . ., ., . |
McCartha's Traiter Park. . . ., |
Mobite Home Gardens. o a e
Montclair Townhouse Apartments.
Mountain View Mobile Estates.
Northeastern Conference Nursing
Northern Dutchess Mobite Home Pal

Odetls Trailer Park, . . . , . .
Osborne Trailer Park. , . . . .
Paimer Apartments. . . . . , . .
Parkway Apartments. ., . , . . .

Partridge Hil! Apartments . , .
Phillips Trailer Park, . . . .
Pine Grove Mobile Home Park. , .
Powell Road Mobite Park. . . , .
Ramsey's Trafter Park, , ., ., . .
Red Church Trailer Park, . . . .
Rhinebeck Country Village. . . .
Rhinebeck Mobiie Court. . . . .
Roberts Running Creek Trailer Pa
Route 82 Trailer Park, . . . , .
Royal! Crest Apartments, ., . , .
Sabo Traiter Park. . . . . , . .
Saith Mobile Home Park. . . , ., L
Scenic Apartments. . . . . . . .
Scenic View Mobile Home PArk, .

Shady Acres Trailer Park, ..
Shady Homes Trailer Park, ., . .
Shady Lane Traiter Park. ., . . .
Simpson Mobile Home Site. , . . 4
Springhill Mobile Home Park. .
Sunset Farms Mobile Mome Park,
Sunset Knolls. ., . | cad s .

Taconic Motor Lodge, ., , . .

Tatly Ho Mobile Estates, . .
Tai Apartments. . . , ., . . . . .
The Lodge at Rhinebeck. [N
Unification Theologica! Church.
vat Kiil Park East. . . . . .. L
Valley fForge Mobile Home Park. . |
Venture Lake Estates. , . . ., , .

Village Crest Apartments. . .- .
Wappingers Fails Trailer Park. .

Wassaic Developmenta! Center. . .
Witlow Tree Park. . . . , . . . .
Wingdale Village Park. . . ., . .
Woodcrest Manor Adult Home. . . .
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RECEIVEL i g 1985
 Btrenoix BLIF

1.D. Number: 314066
Date: 16 January 1985

Site Name: Dover Landfill

Person Contected: HMr.
Title: Property Owmer

Affiliation: N/A Phone Ho.: 914-832-6146
Address: Hountain Road Persons Msking Contact:
Wingdale, New York 12594 McCleary/McConnell

Type of Contact: In person

Interview Summary:
HI.TWoaLmJaeHﬂ

i. indicated that the landfill began operation approxzimately
1943-1945 and closed in 1983, although tires, trash, and metal are still
exposed. The landfill was originally for Wingdale Village only, and was more
recently operated by the Town of Dover receiving residential trash and garbage.
The Town of Dover is presently hauling to Amenia. The operation schedule of
the landfill included receiving wastes daily until recently when the landfill "
was closed (Monday and Wednesday). The landfill is approximately 36=<%0 feetj?]?"/fr
deep. The Town of Dover filled in a depressed area of the site. The area is 7bf7
approximately 5 acres. The closest residence to the landfill is at the

entrance, approximately 100 feet away, while the closest commercial building is

a lumber company. Access to the property is limited by a gate at the entrance

road of the unfenced area.

Acknovledgement :

I have read the above transcript and 1 agree that it is an accurate summary of
the information verbally conveyed to EA Science and Technology interviewers, or
as 1 have revised below, is an sccurate account,

Revisions leage write in corrections to above transcript):

Signature: \;-KO Wpﬂ% gate:\é?'z /"8\[7/
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(47-15-31 (10/83)
NEM YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF EWVIROHMENTAL CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF SOLID AND HAZARDOUS WASTE
INACTIVE WAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SITE REPORT

PRIORITY CODE: SITE CODE: 314066

NAME OF SITE: _Dover Landfill REGION: III

STREET ADDRESS: pieasant Ridge Road
TOWN/CITY: Town of Dover, Village Wingdale COUNTY:

Dutchess

NAME OF CURRENT OWNER OF SITE: Leo Mostachetti

ADDRESS OF CURRENT OWNER OF SITE: Mouptein Road, Wingdale, New York
TYPE OF SITE:  OPEN DUMP [—f STRUCTWRE ) LAGOOK [—7
LANDFILL 5] TREATMENT POND }—}

ESTIMATED SIZE: p) ACRES
SITE DESCRIPTION:

The Dover Landfill is an inactive landfill approximately 5 acres in size and

is located on private property owned by Leo Mostachetti. The site began
operation about 1943-L45 receiving residential waste from the Village of Wingdale.
More recently the Town of Dover leased and operated the site. Most of the

waste brought to the site was residential with & small fraction of commercial
waste. The site was not permitted to receive industrial waste. The landfill

is located on a ridge which is partially surrounded by marsh. An unapproved
area of the marsh was used as a disposal area. Soils underlying the site are
glacial sand and gravel deposits and Carlisle Muck. A permanent stream, Swamp
River, runs through the marsh and is located about 300 feet northeast of the
site. The nearest reported community well developed on the aquifer of concern
is the Schreiber Water Works located 0.42 miles to the north. The nearest
residence is 900 feet to the southwest, and the nearest commercial building

is an office building for a peat mining operation located about 1,500 feet to the
the northwest. There are probably many unreported wells developed in the
aquifer of concern.

HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSED: CONFIRMED SUSPECTED 4\ snomm
TYPE AND QUANTITY OF HAZARDOUS WASTES DISPOSED: (rgungs., DRUMS
TYPE QUANTITY NS, "GALLONS)
Unknown Unknown
PAGE



TIME PERIOD SITE MWAS USED FOR HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL:

o 19 U3=k5 70 June , 19 83
OWNER(S) DURING PERIOD OF USE: Leo Mostachetti

SITE OPERATOR DURING PERIOD OF USE: rown of Dover

ADDRESS OF SITE OPERATOR: Pleasant Ridge Road, Wingdale, New York 12594
ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE: AIRu SURFACE WATER u GROUNDWATER u

SoIL {—{  SEDIMENT F—]  WONE }x

CONTRAVENTION OF STAKDARDS: GROUNDWATER  f— DRINKING WATER }—
SURFACE WATER |—§ AIR

SOIL TYPE: Glacial outwash sand and gravel deposits (Dover fine sandy loam) and

Carlisle Muck.
DEPTH TO GROUMNDWATER TABLE:
Dutchess County

LEGAL ACTION: TYPE: Dept. of Health STATE fx-|  FEDERAL |—
STATUS: IN PROGRESS }xi COMPLETED |
REMEDIAL ACTION:  PROPOSED [— UNDER DESIGN |—j
IN PROGRESS ] COMPLETED  j—]

NATURE OF ACTION:

ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS:

The potential for ground and surface water contemination exists, although waste character-
istics are unknown. The landfill has not been properly closed--there is waste protruding
through the cover materisl, the quality of cover material used is not adequate, and part
of the marsh surrounding the landfill was used as a disposal area. Leachate stains have
been observed at the perimeter of the landfill. Access to the site is not restricted.

ASSESSMENT OF HEALTH PROBLEMS:

No health problems are known to exist. The site is easily accessible to the
public.

PERSON(S) COMPLETING THIS FORM:

FOR‘NEﬁv¥85§M§E%ZE 885@%E§E¥¥03F NEW YONK STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
NAME EA Science and Technology NAME
TITLE TITLE
NAME NAME
TITLE : TITLE
DATE: 18 July 1985 DATE:
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